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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	The article is interesting from at least two points of view. First, it presents the rare case of abdominal masses, and thus it is a school for the practitioners from general medicine doctors to surgeons. Second, this case increases the scientific pool for the future systematic review articles. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is a bit generous, so to say. I recommend more simple (and more corresponding to the content) “A Case Report of an Abdominal Wall Desmoid Tumor Treated by Dual-Mesh Reconstruction”.
	

	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.


	I think 213 words for the abstract of a case report is a bit long. Just give the essential data without details. One hundred words is enough. About the Conclusion: this case can underscore the technical possibility and clinical success of the management demonstrated, but to assess the value of a certain treatment we usually need a much larger study, so, please, be modest in your conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some methodological flaws, for example:
1. The abstract is too long (as I mentioned).

2. There is no Limitations section in the manuscript. I think it is important for the articles with a small sample size, speaking alone on the case reports.

3. Recommendations are too strong for the case report, not supported by the content. 

4. References are to be reviewed: some of them does not correspond to the statements they cited, some of them are not correctly presented
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	See the previous section, please. Besides, there is only reference article published within 5 years. I think the authors should include some more recent works.
	

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


	Yes, rather suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	some revision is needed before the manuscript could be presented for the publication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

I would like to ask whether the authors received informed consent from the patient on the photos presented and on the publication of the case? I actually think that they did, but this fact should be reflected in the manuscript by the statement of the authors.
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