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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 
 

 
1. There is more information on infected meshes 

and microbiological analyzes under the heading 
of microbiological studies. None of this 
information was used in describing surgical 
technique or in discussion. I think they are 
irrelevant. 

2. I think “table 1” is unnecessary and wrong. 
There are only 12 patients and you are giving 
detailed information about the side of hernia 
and statistically meaning of this. 

 
 
 

  
1- Our study include cases with intractable 

infections, we exclude cases with 
successful infection treatment, so 
microbiological study was necessary. 

2- Patients characteristics were presented in 
the table, all were non significant, with 
male predominance.     

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. There are some vocabulary and grammar 
mistakes.” Carful”  instead of careful etc. 
Therefore the entire text should be reviewed. 

 
 

 
 
 

Text is reviewed  

Optional/General comments 
 

1. I suggest that the text should be prepared in the 
form of “letter to editor” 
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