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publication
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[ ]Minor revision

[ Y] Major revision

COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This paper is reporting an interesting congenital anomaly. While the report itself is worthwhile,

considering the rarity of the case, the English presentation is very poor and must be deeply improved

to be suitable for publication. Specifically: The abstract is too long.

In the discussion is written that

“only 20 to 40 reports in the literature”. It is too vague and the authors should be more precise about

the number. I would add some more literature in the References.

add anything to the paper.

Fig. 1 is not specific and does not
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear Doctor, The peritoneal encapsulation is an entity that deserves case by case reports due to its

rare presentation. Large series of cases would be probably difficult to subscribe.

The present case is

well documented with plain X-Ray and intraoperative photos, but needs a major language revision

and a more exhausted paper structure to be published. Sincerely,

DR. C. GOLFFIER
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript describes a very interesting case, and should be published. However, it should first

be edited for English. Some specific points to consider: 1. The authors have a very interesting section

of the embryologic origins of the PE. The authors describe what is not normal, but they much

compare this with the normal case in order for the ideas to be understandable. For example, “during

normal fetal development, the small bowl returns to the abdominal cavity... However, a PE can

result when....” 2. Are the authors certain that the PE was responsible for the obstruction? How can

they be sure? 3. Arrows or labels in Figure 2 would be extremely helpful. 4. What is an “emergency

root” of the peritoneal membrane? Is this a standard term that can be labeled in Figure 2?
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