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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Almost 30 percent of the subjects are in practice less than a year . This observation
limits the validity of the study

Practice and outcome should be judged by patients’ perspective rather than practioner
perspective

No response forms should be excluded from the study
Study should focuss on the centre based survey rather than physicican based survey

GP is included in the endoscopy process (? how is he involved in sedation process)
So as dietician

Minor REVISION comments

Spelling and grammatical errors should be corrected ( such as Anathesia .. etc)
P value to be written for all correlations

Sample size inadequate

What is the definition of adequate endoscopy ( reaching terminal ileum ? last part of
duodenum)

Upper and lower Gl failure rates and reasons should be detailed !!
Any other factors ( other than sedatives like old age , complex procedure , patient factors ) can
bias the results

Results are base on estimations and not on a valid data

Optional/General comments

Postives : Good area of improvement is highlighted

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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