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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript entitled “Intraperitoneal Rupture of the Hydatid Cyst: Four Case Report

and Literature Review” is well presented. In this study, the authors have presented four

cases of spontaneous rupture of cyst hydatid in patients aged between 27 and 44. Three
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of the perforated cysts were in liver and the other one was located in spleen. These
cases were successfully treated by albendazole after surgical intervention. This is an
informative and valuable study. As intraperitoneal hydatid cyst rupture is a life
threatening complication and is often misdiagnosed, this study is very useful to both
clinicians and patients. I have no specific comments to the authors, only some minor

language polishing should be checked.

INITIAL REVIEW OF THE MANUSCRIPT
Google Search:

[ ] The same title

[ ] Duplicate publication

[ ]Plagiarism

[Y] No

BPG Search:

[ ] The same title

[ ]Duplicate publication
[ ]Plagiarism

[Y] No



Name of journal: World Journal of Hepatology

Baishideng
Publishing
J3aishideng® Group

7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501,
Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA
Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
Fax: +1-925-223-8243

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
https:/ /www.wjgnet.com

PEER-REVIEW REPORT

Manuscript NO: 44859

Title: Intraperitoneal rupture of the hydatid cyst: Four case reports and review of

literature

Reviewer’s code: 02942798

Reviewer’s country: Slovakia

Science editor: Fang-Fang Ji

Date sent for review: 2018-11-30

Date reviewed: 2018-12-10

Review time: 14 Hours, 10 Days

SCIENTIFIC QUALITY

[
[
[
[
[

] Grade A: Excellent
Y] Grade B: Very good
] Grade C: Good
] Grade D: Fair
] Grade E: Do not
publish

LANGUAGE QUALITY

[
[

[ Y] Grade C: A great deal of

[

] Grade A: Priority publishing
] Grade B: Minor language

polishing

language polishing
] Grade D: Rejection

CONCLUSION
[ ]Accept
(High priority)
[ ]Accept
(General priority)
[ Y] Minor revision
[ ]Major revision

[ ]Rejection

PEER-REVIEWER STATEMENTS

Peer-Review:

[ Y] Anonymous

[ ]Onymous
Peer-reviewer’s expertise on the
topic of the manuscript:
[ ] Advanced

[ Y] General

[ ]No expertise
Conlflicts-of-Interest:

[ ]Yes

[ Y] No

SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Dear sir,

thank you to select me to review manuscript Akbulut S, Ozdemir F et al.

Intraperitoneal Rupture of the Hydatid Cyst: Four Case Report and Literature Review.

Authors described 4 patients with intraperitoneal rupture of the hydatid cyst, 2 cases
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were spontaneous and 2 were posttraumatic. Paper is well written, but it needs a great
deal of language polishing. Case 2: exophytic, not egzofitic Case 3: diagnosed, not
dignosed Discussion: Budd Chiari, not budd - chiari (>10 cm), not (>10)

macroscopis, not macroskobic literature, not literatiire
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