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This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
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PART 1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments jor comments are as follows. 
major finding in the manuscript should state in conclusion. 
conclusion, “even though Gallstone ileus is rare cause of obstruction, when with elderly 

patients without any history of surgery, gall stone ileus should be considered”. 
se was not elderly patient because she was 48 years old. It is necessary to review the 
conclusion. 

 
2) Introduction should be included some references to provide factual background and 
clearly defined problems. 

 
he patient have medical history of gallstones? 
thors should show the medical history of patient. 
 
t mean CECT? All abbreviations need to be shown before using abbreviations. 
 
did you perform cholecystectomy and repair of fistula in this operation? Do you have the 
plane to perform cholecystectomy and repair of fistula? 

 
you consider laparoscopic surgery? What incision size of laparotomy? How long was the 

patient hospitalized? 
have any idea or discovery including the potential message for clinical practice for the 
readers? 

n figures are showed in the manuscript, “Figure” is used generally. Not “Image”. 

res should be presented as per their appearance in the text. 

sir my patient was 48 yr old.. but i have stated in general that, if old patient 
comes we have to keep in mind about gallstone ileus also.. 
rest corrections will be done.. 
we have done cholecystectomy only in this setting..we are doing folloe up.. 
and patient will be taken for definitive surgery.. 
we dont have laproscopy in emergency setting..so we have done 
laprotomy..rest will be corrected in article 
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 mple, …. (Fig. 1), ….. 

 
t is the number and character on the upper left of CT image? Is it age of this patient? 
 
e authors should clearly show the figures. Lines and points which were not necessary were 

stated in figure. The authors should delate it. And, it is better to avoid handwriting. 

 

Minor REVISION comments Here are the minor comments. 
1) The text should be prepared in single column format. The formats of discussion and 
conclusions are not unified. 

 
2) The word should unify. 
For example, gall stone -> gallstone 
Space is not need between gall and stone. 

 
3) Incorrect characters are suspected in the manuscript. 
CASE REORT -> CASE REPORT 
Even though Gallstone ileus is … -> Even though gallstone ileus is… 
… should be considered. early surgery remains … -> … should be considered. Early 
surgery remains … 

 
4) All references should unify into the determined style. 

correction will be done.. 
thank you 

Optional/General comments The authors reported the “” a rare case of gall stone ileus with obstruction of small bowel”. 
However, this disease and surgical treatments have already been reported. Therefore, it is 
very important the potential message for clinical practice including the manuscript. This 
manuscript was reviewed about past reports of gallstone ileus. I could not find the authors’ 
message in the manuscript. I consider that the authors need to indicate what is important 
message from this case. 

will consider for correction 

 
 
 
 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 

Kindly see the following link: 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20 
 
 

 


