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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? drawings or schemes, in order to teach how the surgery was performed. But it requires a so

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4. The manuscript structure is not linear and lacks of order. It puts description of the case
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of | think that is a very simple but valuable work because is a case
additional references, please mention in the review form. that challenge the surgical expertise, and IF IT IS WELL descripted, could help others to do

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

1.- The importance is moderate to low, because there are others similar cases elsewhere.
But it could play an important role as a teaching paper if the case have many pictures /

much more detailed description of the procedure.

2. Absolutely not. In fact, it is misleading. A suggestion is made in the review file about this.
3. No. The abstract should be rewritten, as do not describe the case itself, but makes a
literature review.

in the "comments”, that should be in the "case presentation”.

5. Yes.

the same in other place of the world. In my opinion, this is the work real value.

additional suggestions/comments) 6. ok
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 1. Have some redaction misspellings, | suggest to read/correct it with a native English
communications? speaker.
Optional/General comments
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