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1 Are the systematics and writing format in 
accordance with (IMRAD) guidelines? 

This manuscript has followed the structure of 
IMRAD 

2 Is the use of English good and correct? 1. understandable and quite formal. 
2. But some words are typo Like: 

demedetomidine → dexmedetomidine. 
Table 3 Preoperativw → Preoperative 

 

3 Is the title concise enough and can clearly 
describe the content of the article? 

- very descriptive yet less concise 
- Suggestion: "Comparison of Inflammatory 

Markers: Ropivacaine Scalp Block 0.5% 
versus Intravenous Dexmedetomidine in 
Craniotomy of Brain Tumors" 

4 Is the abstract concise enough, 
proportional, IMRAD (Introduction, 
Method, Results, and Discussion), and able 
to describe the content of the article 
clearly? 

This abstract is able to describe the content of 
the article clearly and systematically 

 

5 Does the introduction clearly outline the 
problem, scope and objectives of the 
research? 

Quite Yes 

6 Have the work procedures been written 
clearly so that the experiment can be 
repeated and pay attention to ethical 
aspects?? 

- Quite clearly,  
- but a little extra detail is needed regarding 

Ethics: Manuscript mentions the design of 
single-blind clinical trials. However,  there 
is no explicit mention of ethical 
clearance or informed consent from 
patients in the available text. 

7 Are the statistical methods/statistical tests 
used clear, detailed and appropriate? 

Yes. 

8 Are the results arranged in detail in the 
form of tables or figures, and provided with 
information that is easy to understand? 

Very systematic. 

9 In the discussion section, it can be seen that 
there is a connection between the results 
obtained and the basic concepts and/or 
hypotheses? 

Yes, it is obvious in the discussion. 

10 Is the conclusion presented briefly and 
clearly? 

Yes, very dense. 
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