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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
It is an interesting case report as the majority of cases of distal stomal refeeding 
pertain infants In the introduction a few words should be entered about the main 
causes of proximal enterectomy in adults and the difficulties with parenteral 
nutrition Afteral the authors have tried TPN initially and failed It is interesting to 
know if they have tried randevous technique with the endoscopist before removing 
the foreign body by opening the bowel. Authors should stress that the technique has 
been recently introduced and that there are now special materials thus folley 
catheters are used. Also they should enter a few words about side effectes related to 
their technique.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
A few grammatical errors should be corrected All abbreviations should be explained in their 
first appearance in the text The last paragragh of the introduction should be rewritten since 
it is not clear enough and the reader should continue to the case to understand what it is 
going on 
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