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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear Authors, you presented a well-written case report, presenting a rare case of a mesh
erosion after parastomal hernia repair and literature review. I have no questions or

queries to report. Best Regards
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. The word "fistula" is often used where it should be "stoma". 2. In the Introduction the
sentence "currently, the most common surgical methods: I do not understand the
mentioned operations such as '"anterior rectus abdominis" and "posterior rectus
abdominis". Please briefly explain the different techniques (Sugarbaker, keyhole etc)..
Where is the mesh placed (IPOM of preperitoneal/retromuscular etc). 2. In "case
presentation" the type of mesh (manufacturer and mesh name) should be stated! 3. What
is a "tee tube"?? 4. "leaky intestine" should be "bowel perforation". 5. Table 1 is a mess.
Needs completely re-arranging. I do not understand any of the content. Only 56 patients
had a history of abdominal surgery but all 137 patients had mesh erosion?? How were
the 81 meshes placed without surgery?? 6. Table 2 is a mess also. Should be made more

presentable, I do not understand any of the content!




