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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors describe an interesting report of emergency caesarean section in parturient 

with masseter space infection. The article is overall well written.  Please change 

intraspinal anaesthesia to spinal anesthesia or subarachnoid block which is a standard 

term. The discussion should be continuous and not under subsections. In title instead of 

odontogenic infection, maxillofacial infection would be better, also include difficult 

airway in title. Some language improvement will increase the quality of the manuscript.  

In report mention the airway assessment in greater details and mention that she was 

expalined the pro-cons of various anaesthesia techniques. The article should focus more 

on the assessment and formulating plans for the airway management. The discussion 

should include pro-con of intubation using awake fibreoptic versus spinal anaesthesia in 

this case. Dose of 3ml bupivacaine is very high for preganant patient, please explain the 

rationale, especially if a CSE technique was used. instead of lumber epidural combined 

block, use the term 'combined spinal epidural block' which is a standard term. you have 

not mentioned the type of needles used for the block, whether a combined spinal 

epidural was used or separate spaces were used, mention the needle types, guazes and 

manufacturer 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript describes an interesting case of a pregnant lady with odontogenic 

infection scheduled for cesarean section. The decision making and anesthetic plan is 

appropriate, though nothing new has been done. Still, this manuscript highlights the 

various preparations to be made in such a case and can be helpful.  Following points 

raised in the manuscript need to be addressed   1. Few Grammatical errors mentioned 

in the edited document. 2. The dose of 0.5% Bupivacaine used in subarachnoid block 

needs to be justified. 3. Outcome of the fetus needs to be highlighted. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

A few grammatical errors are still present, which may be corrected at the time of proof 

reading. The manuscript is interesting and concise.  

 

 


