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	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.


	This supporting article is reaching the medical literature with a new case of a rare desmoid tumour localized on the anterior abdominal wall. Regarding the rarity of this pathology, it is beneficial for all surgeons to find the particularity of a new case – for this time, the big dimensions obliged the surgeons for a large excision and the abdominal repair have been performed with a substitution mesh for a remnant whole into the anterior abdominal wall at the right iliac fossa level. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is intuitive the useful of a dual-mesh for such a big abdominal wall defect after surgical excision of a desmoid tumour – so, my personal opinion is that the title should not emphasize the role of the dual-mesh for such a case (which is implied!) and a title like Using a Dual-Mesh for reconstruction is more appropriate. After all, the rarity of the case is the clue of the article, not specific the reconstruction of the abdominal wall after surgical excision
	

	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 that mentioning the constipation as a complaining symptomatology for that young patient, it is useful to give more details about digestive tract preoperative exploration (regarding the polyposis, e.g.)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	My opinion is to avoid the association of a word like benign with neoplasia to remove any confusion between the malignancy and non-malignancy, although the recurrence of a removed desmoid tumour is highly discovered of the oncological rules of dissection are not to be followed. 
Dimensions of a tumour should be presented following the rule that the biggest diameter is to be noticed as the first landmark, then descending (in this case: 16 over 11 over 9 cm)

My personal experience is not to perform a preoperative puncture of such a tumour, considering the risk of possible malignant cells of a neoplasia. Maybe it was useful to perform intraoperative frozen sections to establish / demonstrate the free-margins of the resection.
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	The references can be enriched, obviously
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The rarity of the case is the main idea of this article.
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If the informed consent is signed by the patient and the Ethical Committee of the Medical Unit approved the study, I see no ethical issues (should be mentioned for the final form of the article)
	


Reviewer details:

Sorin Paun, Carol Davila University of Medicine and Pharmacy, Romania

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

