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	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
This	submitted	manuscript	titled	"Supraclavicular	vs.	Infraclavicular	Brachial	Plexus	Nerve
Blocks:	Clinical,	Pharmacological,	and	Anatomical	Considerations"	were	reviewed.	It	has	a
good	design.	The	principles	of	scientific	writing	are	well	observed.	I	did	not	find	any	problem
with	this	article.	
Sincerely	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
I	read	with	interest	article	ID#120658.	These	two	regional	anesthetic	techniques
(supraclavicular	and	infraclavicular	nerves	blockade)	for	upper	extremity	surgical	operations
have	not	yet	found	a	good	place	among	anesthesiologists.	Addressing	these	two	issues
can	be	of	great	help	in	understanding	them	in	patients'	care.	The	authors	seem	to	have
been	able	to	handle	this	well.	The	design	of	the	study	is	well	understood	and	the	description
was	detail	oriented.	The	subject	was	also	somehow	new	and	more	practices	need	to	be
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done.	
In	my	opinion,	the	study	was	almost	perfect.	
Best	wishes	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Editor	in	Chief	
The	article	titled	as	"Supraclavicular	vs.	Infraclavicular	Brachial	Plexus	Nerve	Blocks:
Clinical,	Pharmacological,	and	Anatomical	Considerations"	was	reviewed.	Based	on
reviewers,	this	manuscript	can	be	consider	as	accepted	article	in	Anesthesiology	and	Pain
Medicine	Journal.	
Final	decision:	Acceptance	
Regards	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.	
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