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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract 
I propose that the objective, the methodology used and a synthesis of the results and conclusion be written. 
Key words 
 I suggest that they remain: Hirschsprung’s Disease, aganglionic, ganglion cells, intestinal obstruction. 
Assess whether the rest are terms closely related to the subject. 
Introduction 
At the end it should reflect the objective of the article. 
- The methodology used to prepare the work is missing. It must refer to the information sources and the period 
consulted, as well as the keywords (descriptors) that served to rescue the information the years reviewed. 
References 
-You should check that in all references, journal titles are abbreviated according to international standards. 
- I believe that the bibliography used should be updated; fundamentally, of the last five years, if possible. 
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