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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 manuscript possesses a considerable benefit to the surgical community, especially in low- and middle-income countries, since it offers much-needed comparative information on suture methods in the high-stakes emergency laparotomy context. In comparison to traditional polypropylene, the study shows that a short-bite polydioxanone closure significantly lowers the rates of surgical site infection and early incisional hernia. This provides a useful, evidence-based approach that may enhance patient outcomes in settings with limited resources. It fills a need in the literature, which is frequently dominated by elective surgery trials, by concentrating on a common but crucial procedural choice. Additionally, by supporting the increasing amount of evidence that supports the small-bites concept and the use of delayed absorbable monofilament sutures, even in contaminated emergency settings, the findings add to the global discussion on the best belly closure approaches.
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