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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

To select keywords, terms equivalent to those in the list of descriptors of the Index Medicus must be used. These
terms are available at: www.nIm.nih.gov/mesh/meshhome.html|

We suggest using some of the following terms: Ulcer, Peptic Ulcer Perforation, Stomach Ulcer, Stomach Diseases,
Abdominal Injuries, Laparotomy.

The introduction should include some reference to the principles of medical ethics taken into account for the publication
of this case.

Minor REVISION comments

The citations in the article should be controlled and must follow an ordered number sequence. For example: from
appointment number 8 goes to appointment number 10 and then returns to number 9.

Optional/General comments

The topic addressed is relevant and topical. Documents that provide decisive evidence are used to carry out the
research and avoid irrelevant references. The article presents the knowledge in a critical and synthetic way and
complies with the standards established for this type of publication.

Although the bibliographic references used in the article are generally little updated:
(More than 10 years: 44%, Between 10 and 5 years: 25%, Less than 5 years: 31%), this situation does not invalidate
the relevance of the reported case.
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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