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the manuscript cite appropriately the latest, important and authoritative references in 

the introduction and discussion sections? Does the author self-cite, omit, incorrectly cite 

and/or over-cite references? In this manuscript are cited the latest, important, and 

relevant references.  7 Quality of manuscript organization and presentation. Is the 

manuscript well, concisely and coherently organized and presented? Is the style, 

language and grammar accurate and appropriate? Generally  Yes. 
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of writing and the format of the manuscript should be reviewed to match with a review 

style. 2. Introduction: The flow of writing is not well organized, and there are sudden 

shifts. We need to know the rationale of the review. Why this review was written, what 

is the focus, and research questions to be answered, or the framework that the authors 

will address in this review. Some statements need to have references. 3. Page 3: out of n 

where there is a jump into recommendations management of PMs on emergency surgery.  

4. The different parts are not connected and the readers will find it difficult to follow. It 

looks like a bad summary of a book. The subtitles are not connected. We do not write 

subtitles like CRS + HIPEC, in a scientific review.  5. The Follow-up and future lines of 

research are not clearly written.  6. Conclusions: this should be carefully written to give 

a meaningful conclusive summary. What is the prognosis?  7. References: The list of 

references should be reviewed. For example, ref number 23, should be a proper research 

paper. What is the rule for placing et al? in reference 39 I see it placed after 6 authors, 

and in ref 37 and ref 101, placed after 3 authors, What is the trouble with ref 58?  8. The 

main problems are: not writing in a format of a journal review, no abstract, difficult to 

read, sudden jumps, recommendations given on page 3, not organized, current and 

future research is not well written, the conclusion is meaningless, and looks like a bad 

summary of a book. 
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