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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Thanks to invite me to review this article. This article is a review about three different techniques of
laparostomy, a technique that is nowadays very often utilized above all during damage control
surgery. The review refers to 33 articles during last 20 years. The Authors do not specify the
prospective or the retrospective nature of the articles they have considered. The Authors were able to
compare in their revision VAC therapy, Bogota and Barker techniques and to assess for each
technique advantages and disadvantages among different managements in term of -efficacy,
outcomes, and costs. The subject under study of the review is quite interesting and conclusions from
the Authors seem to indicate a plea of advantages for VAC therapy although it was more expensive.
Sometime the English can be improved and the paper contains some typos and some unclear
sentences, some of them are the following: Pag 7 Ischemia of the wall and intestinal mucosa:
abdominal wall ? Pag 7 These, with: this, with Pag 12 There is an increase of blood flow for the injury
(for ? do you mean due to the injury?) Pag 12 anaerobic sepsis and thrombosis (thrombosis of what?)
Pag 14 You do not need to stay in hospital? Do you mean: there is no need of hospitalization? Pag 15
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é indicada em situa??es como pancreatite, sepse grave, trauma abdominal, dentre outras? Is this
sentence portuguise? Pag 16 severe sepsis of abdominal focus? What do you mean for abdominal
focus? abdominal origin? Pag 16 To be possible the sustenance of open abdomen: what do you mean
for sustenance Pag 19 after the 8th day of laparotomy: from laparotomy? Pag 19 intestine lesions :
intestinal lesions ? Pag 20 specially: especially ? Pag 23 VAC presented a 31%rate and MESH, 26% (of

what?) Pag 24 facial closure: fascial
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The author(s) explained three different techniques for open abdominal surgery. They reviewed 33
papers in recent 20 years and reported the results. Title: It is not clear enough to reflect the aim and
content of the study. Abstract: This section does not follow the instructions format. It's too long
(about 390 words), while the permitted length is 246 words. Please review the instructions carefully
again (http:/ /www.wjgnet.com/bpg/g_info_20140802221109.htm). Introduction 1- The table in this
part has no number or legend! 2- There is a long list of spelling and grammatical mistakes in this
section. Materials and Methods: 1- The main problem in this part is that you have not mentioned the
type of your study. 2- The range of time for search is not clear enough. 3- There is a long list of
spelling and grammatical mistakes in this section. Results: 1- It is better to categorize your data in
proper headings and subheadings. 2- There is a long list of spelling and grammatical mistakes in this
section. Discussion: 1- The data in tables 1 & 2 are repeated in this part again. 2- The priority of VAC
technique should be explained clearly. 3- There is a long list of spelling and grammatical mistakes in
this section. Final Decision: I think it's a fair manuscript which could be published after a major
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revision of the manuscript. I think it does have the qualities to be published in WJGS. It needs major

language polishing, surely.
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