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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

This study aimed to compare the cuff pressure between tapered and cylindrical cuff after 

extension of head and neck in patients underwent nasal endotracheal intubation. And 

the authors conclude that cuff pressure significantly increases in tapered cuff, compared 

to cylindrical cuff after extension of head and neck in patients underwent nasal 

intubation. In addition, the extent of cephalad migration of tube tip is significantly 

greater in tapered cuff than in cylindrical cuff. It was interesting. However, I have some 

comments. 1. The necessity and hypothesis of this study should be mentioned in the 

Introduction. 2. The authors should give a concise explanation about American Society 

of Anesthesiologists physical status classification I-III.  3. The endotracheal tubes with 

different cuffs should be given as images. 4. The status of nasal conventional ET and 

TaperGuard ET should also be described using diagrams. 5. The paragraph “A pilot 

study…” should be listed under Statistical analysis section. 6. The sentence “This study 

was approved…” should be transferred to the last of the paragraph. And the designing 

and the place of this present study should be involved at the first of this paragraph. 7. 

Why was the student’s t test used? Please gave some explanations. 8. The relevant 

mechanisms were not very clear. Please gave more explanations. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Title- write the type of study at the end of the title.  Like - Comparison of cuff pressure 

between TaperGuard nasal endotracheal tube and conventional nasal endotracheal tube 

after extension of head and neck : A randomized controlled trial  Introduction  

Elaborate the hypothesis in detail.  Discussion   Therefore, when inflated in the 

trachea, more longitudinal folds developed in the cylindrical cuff than in the cylindrical 

cuff, leading to a significant prevention of microaspiration and pneumonia with 

TaperGuard ET, compared with conventional ET[8,16,17].  Rewrite it.  The cephalad 

migration of ET occurs after extension of head and neck during orally or nasally 

endotracheal intubation[10,11].  Rewrite it – it will be oral or nasal endotracheal 

intubation.  Mention the implications of the study  Mention the direction for future 

research   Conclusion   What you want to recommend from the study. 
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