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the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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Compulsory  REVISION comments 

 
1.  Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

(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? 

 
5.  Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6.  Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 

of additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 

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

provide additional suggestions/comments) 

The  article  presents  2  cases  of  internal  paracecal  hernia,  a  relatively  rare  pathology, 
extremely suggestively documented, and useful for young surgical specialists. The 
intraoperative images are well chosen and help to understand this type of pathology and the 
surgical solutions. 

 
The chosen title is eloquent and faithfully reflects the content of the article. 

 
The abstract clearly presents the content of the article, providing all the important data 
found in the material. 

 
The article respects the patterns necessary for a presentation of clinical cases, the clinical 
circumstances, preoperative imaging and suggestive intraoperative images being detailed. 
The discussion and conclusion chapters are relevant and complete the clinical presentation. 

 
Certainly, the conducted study is scientifically correct. 

 
The bibliography is well chosen and eloquent to support this type of article. 
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1.  Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 

 
The English used is correct, keywords are chosen correctly. 
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