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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 

 
Interesting case and review of an important surgical complication. 

 

Minor REVISION comments  
Minor sentence edits and shortening of content recommended. Examples to include: 

Title: 
An intraperitoneal textiloma in a case report 
Intraperitoneal textiloma: a case report 

 
local suppuration we report the case local suppuration. We report 
the case 

 
peritoneal hydatid cyst during exploration we found a textiloma forgotten during the previous operation. 
peritoneal hydatid cyst. During surgical exploration, a textiloma was identified from a previous operation. 

 
Introduction: 
They remain a serious complication causing significant morbidity and mortality. 
They remain a serious complication with potential for significant morbidity and mortality. Paragraphs in Case Report 

section needs further edits of grammar and shortening, too. 

 

Optional/General comments  
A case report worthy of pursuing publication, with minor edits as above. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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