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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 
article. 2 

No, the title does not state that the paper is a case report 
 
 



2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 
results. 3 

The paper is a case report, thus the scheme does not apply. It synthetizes the case 
characteristic, but probably it would be useful to stress the concept that the choice of 
the surgical technique was conditioned by the hospital equipment and that a 
procedure with lower success rate could be useful in a tertiary hospital with limited 
technology 
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 
mistakes in this article. 4 

There are few spelling mistakes, but verb tenses should be checked. Please note that 
writing guidelines of ESJ discourages contractions (e,g. "it's") 
 
 

4. The study methods are explained clearly. n.a. 
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6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 
supported by the content. 5 
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therapeutic strategies, a choice that seems appropriate. 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 
Most of the papers published on Hirschsprung disease are case reports. Even the 
present paper is clearly a case report, and it should identify its nature from the title. 
Nevertheless the main point of interest is the successful use of a surgical procedure 
considered by the literature not to be the best, but which can be performed in a tertiary 
hospital of low technology level. In my view the Authors should further emphasize 
this aspect. 
 


