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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 
 

This paper deals with an interesting subject for all operating surgeons.  
There are several flaws in the presentation of the study: 

1. The problem studied is analysed using very few patients causing serious 
bias influencing the findings.  

2. The text is too long and could be shortened down to half of its present length 
and deal with the studied problem only. 

3. The results are presented in median and standard deviations instead of 
median and range which is more appropriate when describing so few 
patients. 

4. The preoperative work up could be summarized in a table as well as the 
preoperative measures taken for the patient. 

5. The figures add nothing to clarify the issue studied. The figures can be 
omitted 

6. The use of decimals in the tables is unnecessary and should be omitted. 
7. A P value with more than two decimals is not serious when studying this 

small group of patients.  
8. The discussion section should be concentrated on discussing the results of 

the study only. 
9. The number of references should be reduced. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Yes. Patients consent is not described. Information on ethical issues is missing. 
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