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The Editor must ensure that the OJVR publishes only papers which are scientifically sound. To achieve this objective, the referees are requested to assist the Editor by making an assessment of a paper submitted for publication by: 

(a)  Writing a report on the reverse side of this form, 
(b} Check the boxes shown below under 1. and  2. ( YES or NO) [N.B.A "NO" assessment must be 
       supported by specific comment in the report. 
(c)  Make a recommendation under 3. 

The Editor-in-Chief would appreciate hearing from any referee who feels that he/she will be unable to review a manuscript within two weeks. 

1. CRITERIA FOR JUDGEMENT (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 
  

Is the work scientifically sound? Y
Is the work an original contribution? Y
Are the conclusions justified on the evidence presented? Y
Is the work free of major errors in fact, logic or technique? Y
Is the paper clearly and concisely written? Y
Do you consider that the data provided on the care and use of animals (See Instructions to Contributors) is sufficient to establish that the animals used in the experiments were well looked after, that care was taken to avoid distress, and that there was no unethical use of animals? Yes Ethics approved by University

2  PRESENTATION (Mark "Yes" or "No"). 
  

Does the title clearly indicate the content of the paper? Y
Does the abstract convey the essence of the article? Y
Are all the tables essential? Y
Are the figures and drawings of good quality? Y
Are the illustrations necessary for an understanding of the text? Y
Is the labelling adequate? Y
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Not suitable for publication in the OJVR 
Reassess after major changes 
Accept for publication with minor changes 
Accept for publication with changes X
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4.REPORT. Author reports the relationship between resistance to breathing, body weight (BW) and fresh gas flow in dogs attached to an Ayre’s T-piece. Importantly they demonstrate that the increase in resistance to breathing appears to be related to fresh gas flow to a point of critical fresh gas flow of 0.6 L/min, and then decreases despite increasing fresh gas flow. On this basis the author suggests that the Ayres’ T-Piece functions best at 2.0 L/min for small to medium sized dogs and there is no benefit to the patient or the clinician in exceeding this fresh gas flow. Author also suggests that dogs >10Kg had a different resistance response to those <10Kg based on statistical tests. However in my view this statement is not  valid as there were not sufficient animals for this statistical comparison even though significance was high (P<0.001). A minimum of 6 animals PER GROUP is usually required to validate statistical significance. It would certainly help if authors could mention how many dogs were >10Kg or less <10Kg in text. It appears that only 2 dogs were less than 10Kg. The author may wish to reflect on whether he wishes to retain the statement concerning the relationship between body weight and resistance and modify it. Perhaps “This result (GROUP COMPARISON)  should be viewed with caution because insufficient animals were compared, even though statistical difference was highly significant” or similar. In any case, the author may wish to comment on this point or defend the statistical tests with references. He may wish to consider a stepwise statistical test instead of comparing to groups.  In the Abstract the author may wish to emphasize that the INDIVIDUAL STATISTICAL TESTS show that Body weight was related to air resistance.  The paper (TITLE, INTRODUCTION, DISCUSSION ) is well written, appropriately referenced and the information may be useful for anaestheticists. Suggest changes above and emphasize individual results. Corrections must be made to the legends for the figures (submit WORD VERSIONS OF GRAPHS PLEASE). 
