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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

This is a good scientific work but with a generic
content. It may be published because it may
represent a starting point for further study more
specific about the subject.

Alternating use between the terms diaphragmatic
and hiatal hernia can confuse the reader. I believe
the authors should talk only of hiatal hernia (see
“Type of study”).

Minor REVISION comments

Authors might add a final table that summarizes the
advantages and disadvantages identified for each
prosthetic device, providing the reader with a final
summary.

Optional/General comments
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