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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Title: Looks ok  
Abstract: It is comprehensive, however no abbreviating should be used. 
Body of thesis: Looks ok, however there is need to make it clear that your thrust is on 
endotracheal intubation in your thesis. 
Materials and methods 
You need to spell out the sampling technique and formula as well as justify the sample size 
and category of participants. 
How was validity ensured and reliability 
Results Section 
Good  
Discussion: Looks ok, however make more integrative 
 
References: Adhere to format recommended by the journal 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Human rights were respected in accordance with the Helsinki Declaration 1975, 
as revised in 1983. The informed consent was taken from the participants. The 
study was approved by ethics committee of Guilan University of Medical 
Sciences (Ethical cod# IR.GUMU.REC.1397.489). This study was conducted as 
the MSc thesis of Parviz Pourazizi

 
at Guilan University of Medical Sciences. 
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