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	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 manuscript provides a comprehensive analysis of anaesthetic practices for orthopaedic surgeries at a tertiary hospital in South-South Nigeria, making an essential contribution to the field, particularly in low-resource settings. By reviewing the anaesthetic techniques used, the study offers valuable insights into how limited resources influence the selection of anaesthetic methods and the impact on patient outcomes. This research helps to highlight patterns in anaesthesia use, the prevalence of trauma-related injuries, and the effectiveness of different anaesthetic approaches in orthopaedic procedures. The findings have implications for improving anaesthetic practice and resource allocation in similar hospitals in low- and middle-income countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.
	

	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.
	The abstract provides a good overview of the study, but there are areas for improvement:

· Methods: While the methods are mentioned, a brief mention of the data analysis techniques (e.g., SPSS) and how the data were interpreted would enhance the clarity of the methodology.

· Results: The results could include a brief mention of any significant findings or key statistics, such as the use of regional anaesthesia for lower limb procedures or the demographic breakdown.

· Conclusion: The conclusion is firm but could be slightly expanded to mention the need for further research into the regional anaesthesia capacity or areas for potential improvement in anaesthetic practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, and the methodology, particularly the retrospective nature of the review, is well-justified. However, it would benefit from a more detailed explanation regarding the specific challenges faced when administering regional anaesthesia in low-resource settings, such as equipment limitations and training deficiencies. This would enhance the applicability of the findings to similar settings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are sufficient and generally recent. However, there may be some room for more recent studies on advancements in regional anaesthesia, particularly in developing countries. I would recommend including more references on the outcomes of regional anaesthesia in orthopaedics from studies published within the past 3-5 years, to strengthen the manuscript's relevance to current practices.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, with minimal grammatical errors. However, some sentences could be made more concise to improve readability. For example, there are areas where the sentences could be streamlined without losing meaning (e.g., "The study recorded a total of 816 orthopaedic procedures over the five years, representing a significant component of the surgical workload within the hospital" could be simplified to "A total of 816 orthopaedic procedures were performed over five years, forming a major part of the hospital's surgical workload").
	

	Optional/General comments


	Dear Author,

I have carefully reviewed your manuscript on anaesthesia for orthopaedic surgery, specifically focusing on a five-year review of practices in South-South Nigeria. Your work provides valuable insights into anaesthesia use patterns in orthopaedic procedures, especially in a tertiary hospital setting in a low-resource environment. Your findings are essential for improving anaesthetic practice and guiding future interventions to address gaps in regional anaesthesia in similar settings. However, there are a few areas where the manuscript could be improved to enhance its impact and clarity:

1. Including a brief mention of the statistical methods used to analyze the data in the methods section would further enhance the transparency of the research.

2. The discussion is well-structured but could be more concise in some areas. Avoid redundancy by focusing on the most significant findings and their implications. For instance, the section on the prevalence of lower limb surgeries and the types of anaesthesia used could be more succinct without losing essential details.

3. I suggest adding a short paragraph on potential future research directions, such as investigating the long-term outcomes of regional anaesthesia in orthopaedics or exploring other anaesthetic techniques not commonly used in your hospital, but with potential benefits for patients.

With these adjustments, your manuscript will provide an even more substantial contribution to the field. It will be valuable for both clinicians and policymakers working to improve anaesthetic practices in resource-limited settings. Thank you for your contribution to this vital area of anaesthetic research. 
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