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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The contents of the case repot is very interesting as it presents an innovative approach to
the difficult problem of EAF. The described patient was treated in very individualised

way that included implantation a tailor-made 3D printed stent. The described method of




7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite

B als h ld cn g 160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA

J ] Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
P u b ll s h 1 n g Fax: +1-925-223-8243
o D E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
3“15')1‘19“9@ Group https:/ /www.wjgnet.com

treatment is certainly interesting and deserves to be published. As for the comments - I
think that the abstract lacks a conclusive sentence about authors opinion if the described
intervention was successful or not. Outcomes and discussion lack the final treatment
plan - will the stent be removed? Are the authors afraid that the stent will grow into the
intestinal wall and its removal will be a very mutilating procedure complicated by
another great wound? Technical comments - It seems that Care Checklist file is broken.

Maybe is the fault of my software - then sorry.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is an interesting paper presenting the application of a new device, a 3D-printed
“fistula stent” in plugging enteroatmospheric fistula in the early stage of open abdomen

therapy. -The authors analyze very well the use of open abdomen therapy in severe
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sepsis and abdominal compartment syndrome and point out that an enteroatmospheric
tistula complicates severely the intraabdominal infection and increases patient mortality.
-The device they propose seems to better than previously used devices. It is easily
applicable in the bowel lumen and seems to reduce the amount of enteric effluent in
short time. However, they need to apply their stent in a series of patients with this
problem in order to prove the efficacy of this technique. Anyway the paper could be
acceptable for publication as a preliminary paper presenting this technique for the first
time. -The authors need to improve the language throughout the paper and use better
medical terms in some points. For instance in page 3, the term energieloss should be
changed to energy loss or cachexia, and the orificium fistula should be changed as: the
orifice of the fistulous tract. In page 6 they should also eliminate the term fistuloclysis.

-The Figures and tables are well presented in the paper.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Please confirm patient received informed consent Could you please explain in the text

how do you hold the stent inside the bowel
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors have reported an

interesting

technique

of management of

enteroatmospheric fistula. However, I am surprised that despite the manuscript being

edited by American Journal Experts there are numerous grammatical mistakes and




7041 Koll Center Parkway, Suite

BalShldeﬂg 160, Pleasanton, CA 94566, USA

J ] Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
P u b ll s h 1 n g Fax: +1-925-223-8243
o D E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
3“15',1‘19“9@ Group https:/ /www.wjgnet.com

incorrectly framed sentences throughout the manuscript. I have following comments for
the authors: 1. Title - reflects the content but needs to be grammatically correct. 2.
Abstract - the sentences have not been framed correctly for the readers to understand the
case report. 3. Keywords - Appropriate 4. Introduction - It appropriately describes the
significance of the study but there are several grammatical mistakes. 5. The case
description needs to be extensively edited for better understanding. 6. Despite the use of
novel 3D stent, there was high enteric output from the fistula due to which we cannot
conclude that the stent was effective based on this single case report. 7. The limitations

and benefits of the novel stent needs to be discussed in more details.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

It is my pleasure to review this interesting article and I think this is a case report using
3D fistula stent and this may potentially be accepted with revisions. However, here are

my comments.  This case report is unique in the point of view using 3D printed fistula
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stent. Major Fistula stent should emphasize to control contamination and keep

conduit. As authors described, stent could decrease the amount of enteric fistula effluent,
but could not control completely. I think this case report just described the course of the
patient complicated EAF. This method might decrease the days in the hospital, but I
cannot tell this method worked effectively. Since this is just only a case without control
groups, I cannot tell this 3D printed fistula stent is better than other methods Could you
explain why 3d printed fistula stent is better than other methods? I could not tell how
authors treat EAF in the end.  Minor On Page 2, “Th2e” should revise this. = Authors
used the date, such as “December 11”. I think authors should change them. Most of the
part authors described well and this type report is scarce and I think there is worth to be
published. I would like authors to refine the manuscript and resubmit this paper.
Thank you so much for this great opportunities to review this valuable manuscript.

Please let me know if you have any questions.
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