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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The urgency of treating gunshot wounds is growing every year almost all over the world. Modern military conflicts require new approaches to diagnostic protocols and surgical tactics, which are presented in the article.

participants in a military conflict are wounded (where firearms are used)
1. Not the patient, but the status of the wounded.
2. Single cleaning (entrance wound - indicate the size / shape / condition of the edge of the wound and the direction of the wound bed.
3. Ultrasound of the abdominal cavity should be a FAST protocol.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
I advise you to change the name a little - a tactical-diagnostic approach to a gunshot bullet penetrating blind wound of the abdominal cavity
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	I advise you to change the section on morphological transformation, because there is a classic gunshot wound of a limb. Abdominal injury has its own specific and unique transformations
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The presented work is of clinical interest for young and experienced surgeons at the first and second stage of providing medical care. The proposed diagnostic tactics meet world standards, but require a change - the FAST protocol. The clinical case is unique and confirms the expediency of active surgical tactics for rapid diagnosis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	I advise you to add a link to the link: the experience of the NATO armed forces in Afghanistan and the modern war in Ukraine
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	
I advise you to describe the morphological transformation of the wound in more detail (size, wound edges, condition of surrounding tissues, wound channel)
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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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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