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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Title: Needs grammatical check. (Severe fundic lesions------) Abstract: well written. Gives 

a good summary of the article content. Introduction gives  adequate information about 

the condition and the need to know more. Case report: The report is very well written. I 

would like to appreciate the authors for a elaborate work up of the patient thereby 

giving a clear picture of the clinical features of the emergency and the underlying 

pathological changes. The content of the discussion is quite good. However a few 

corrections are essential with respect to proper citations of references. The findings in the 

reported caes need to be discussed in comparison to the cited articles. This will add to 

the authenticity of the report. Conclusion should be changed to include a comprehensive 

inference and pearls of wisdom for clinicians.    

 


