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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.


	It is an uncommon complication in the clinical practice of surgeons who must consider it during the postoperative period. It details a series of options for arriving at a diagnosis when clinically suspected. The importance of recognizing and treating the pathology is emphasized.
I think they should just organize the idea for the introduction of the clinical case a little more.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I agree with the title 

The title is appropriate; it presents the interest and what is narrated inside the article.
	

	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 abstract of a clinical case article generally does not include the case itself; it only discusses the details and conclusions of what was covered in the article. I suggest removing the complete clinical case from this section. The clinical case is almost as long as the presentation within the clinical case; I suggest removing it and creating an abstract more focused on the introduction. In fact, the way the abstract is written is not the format recommended by many journals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically well written and well ordered in terms of how it is read.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I suggest including more recent articles, as the oldest references in your bibliography are over 10 years old and the most recent are less than 5 years old. I suggest looking for a bibliography with more recent contributions to the defense
	.

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


	The level of English is adequate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It's a good topic overall, since as a general surgeon I see few cases in my practice. You should keep in mind a complication like this in mind when performing a complex surgery, as explained in the article. However, given the current year, I suggest you look for new literature and update your abstract to make it more interesting to read.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Without ethical problems
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