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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Medicine, and science in general, progresses through ideas and experiences put into practice. The sharing of ideas and experiences, which facilitate scientific progress, should be encouraged and commended. Hence the great importance of this type of article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is essential in bringing your manuscript to the readers' attention. In this sense, I would recommend leaving it at just: A Centripetal Approach to Incisional Hernia Repair
It is more concise, using key words which highlight the main content and expresses only one idea. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The summary seems adequate, including all the important points well summarized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	On a scientific level, I must be rigorous.

First of all, and although I encourage and defend the development of new ideas and techniques, I believe they should be tested in an experimental model, preferably on a cadaveric model.

Furthermore, I believe it is necessary to explain the characteristics of the hernias and patients in whom it has been performed, in order to understand its indication and practicality. It is crucial to explain the associated risk factors and hernia characteristics (orifice size, sac volume, previous interventions, etc.).

On the other hand, I miss the statistical section that explains the results. I believe a statistical study of the caseload, follow-up time, recurrence, complications, etc. is essential so that the applicability of the technique can be determined by comparing it with the results of other techniques.

Finally, the description of the technique raises many questions.

First, the direction of the incision. It doesn't explain whether it is transverse or vertical.

Furthermore, the author explains that in cases of compartment syndrome, he avoids resection of the sac in favor of performing a Da Silva autoplasty. However, compartment syndrome occurs after the procedure, so this decision must be based on some characteristic that isn't described.

Furthermore, in my humble opinion, I find resection of healthy fascial tissue dangerous. It makes closure of the abdominal wall difficult. To make matters worse, I don't understand whether this resection is transverse, which would imply destruction of the abdominal wall and would result in sectioning of the muscles and fascial septa.

I believe it is necessary to answer and elaborate on all of these questions to improve the scientific quality of the article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although some references were published some time ago, I consider them suitable, as they are references that underpin and have underpinned current surgery.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I insist on the need for scientific improvement of the article.
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