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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.


	The topic of discussion is directed to address a 

very common unresolved dilemma till date. 

Although some recent studies demonstrated some superiority 

of the small bite versus large bite fascial closure there are many factors working together 

during wound healing and attributing the superior results to only small frequent bites is oversimplification of the situation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes. The abstract is comprehensive but needs some correction as the authors have 

demonstrated the small bite arm to be superior in terms of complications such as SSI rate, incidences of burst abdomen and occurrences of incisional hernias.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some gross flaws in the description and design of the study.

1. Required sample size is not estimated. Difficult to comment on the statistical interpretation.

2. Follow up period of the study is too short for identification of postoperative incisional hernias

3. Not only the suture material, the calibre of the suture, single thread or loop sutures, needle size and needle design are all important components that may affect would healing

4. Time taken for wound closures in two techniques are not mentioned in the study which is more prolonged for the small bite closure method and is an important parameter in such studies.

5. Discussion should include the studies addressing the comparison of mass closure with long bites versus layered closure with short bites as many surgeons would apply short bite closure only in a layered closure technique which allows the use of finer delayed absorbable suture materials riveted with relatively narrow calibre needles thus creating a strong and durable midline repair.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1.  Match trial : reference needed

2. Morarasu S et al. Small-bites versus large-bites closure of midline laparotomies: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Colorectal Dis. 2025 doi: 10.1111/codi.70073. (May be added)
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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