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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract:  
-Add aim of the study here. 
-Add a knowledge of material and methodology here.  
-Why use abbreviations in the Key Words. 
Material and Methods: 
- It should be emphasized why the acute pain that is the subject of the research was 
chosen, which population it affects, and its importance. 
Results: 
-Numerical values obtained based on clinical data should either be presented as a table or 
written more descriptively. Especially in this type of case studies, the most important 
presentation should be in this section. 
Suggestions: 
- I think there are some suggestions at the end of the discussion section. However, in order 
to present a complete suggestion, it would be more appropriate to do this under the 
"suggestions" heading. 
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