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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This is an important topic on the surgical management of a perforated peptic ulcer as the 
method of closure is important in predicting the morbidity and mortality of this condition. 

 

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

 

May I suggest the following title -Comparative study on the Cellan Jones repair and the 
modified graham patch repair in the surgical management of perforated duodenal ulcer 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and well written  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, the methodology of the study, the inclusion and exclusion criteria are all clearly explained. The 
results section is well written, and the table and contents are clear and informative. The discussion 
section should mention more about the surgical management of perforated peptic ulcer disease.  
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Yes, the quality of the English is good.  
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