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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The whole concepts is wrong: abstract is designed out of the certain demands how 
abstract should be done. English language is very poor with a lot of mistakes. The 
abbreviations are not explained i.e. GEJ?  
In case presentation in abstract authors talked about 39-old patient, while in the manuscript 
they presented case report of a 65-years old patient ? I do not understand the intention of 
presented case reports ? What is special/different in this case of hiatus hernia ? In this 
manuscript  authors simply explained the pathogenesis and clinical aspects of hiatus 
hernia and presented the clinical treatment of a certain case, which is nothing new or 
different from the standard routine. All the treatment mentioned in the manuscript is just 
presentation of a treatment possibility for hiatus hernia and not for this special case. The 
conclusion is very general with no connection with the certain case. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
There is no need for ethical approvement cause is it a case report not a 
research article 
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