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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors have described a case of parotid swelling that was planned for surgery. The 

intubation was difficult to begin with ( authors have themselves written that 

tracheostomy was planned but they had decided to intubate. This is something which is 

beyond comprehension. Why an awake tracheostomy was not considered only instead 

of having multiple failures before doing a tracheostomy. The images clearly show a 

reduced oropharyngeal space due to compression by the parotid mass The tube in 

pharynx technique is nothing new as pharyngeal insufflation of oxygen is a well 

accepted technique for para oxygenation.  What strategies were adopted by the author 

for preoxygenation and para-oxygenation considering it was an anticipate difficult 

airway? How was airway prepared for awake intubation? Was any sedation given to 

ensure the ETT is tolerated by the patient it is also surprising that "Throughout the 

course, the SpO2 remained 100%, no tumor bleeding nor gastric distention had been 

noticed" considering multiple attempt to intubation were taken    
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Dear author,        This is a definite difficult airway before you preanesthesia visit and 

assessment.However,you selected a wrong way of securing the patent airway(a rapid 

sequnce induction), and at the same CICO ocurred,consequently increased the severity 

of trauma and damage(emergent tracheostomy),why not you use FOB or retrograde 

guidied intubation.Be remember,a wrong way for putting the patient in life threatening 

situration is definitely not  premitted.So I decided to reject the mauscript. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The revised manuscript answer the question which I cared about. 

 


