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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This is a unique review of the TRENDS of presentation and publication on the subject of paravertebral block in thoracic surgery but NOT on the subject of paravertebral block itself. This paper offers insights on the publication strategy, authors’ submission targeting, publishers’ aspiration of attracting quality articles and attaining high impact factors etc. But it tells nothing on the medical aspect of paravertebral block itself. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, anyone looking for information on the current trends in the science and technology of paravertebral block in thoracic surgery will be disappointed. As per the previous paragraph, the purely bibliographic and non-clinical nature of this review should have been emphasized from the beginning with the title, e.g. “A bibliographic review of the publication status of papers on paravertebral block in thoracic surgery”.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	          Yes, no alteration suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The title may need some touch up as mentioned in earlier paragraphs
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, no addition necessary.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The quality of English is well above average.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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