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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Here are the suggested improvements for enhancing the strength of the study and making it more aligned with the expectations of a journal publication:

1.If more information is provided regarding imaging and differential diagnosis in such cases, the scientific contribution of the article would be enhanced. Was any imaging performed other than the distal loopogram? For example, was CT, ultrasonography, or endoscopy used?

2.It is mentioned that resection and anastomosis were performed, but it has not been explained why only stoma revision or another technique was not preferred. Were minimal invasive options considered (e.g., laparoscopic approach)? What other techniques could have been preferred?

3.The conclusion section is quite brief and contains general statements. How does this case contribute to the literature? What recommendations can be made to surgeons for similar cases?

This case contributes to the literature because it is very rare.  Your case report has the potential to be published, and I believe that it will make a stronger contribution to the literature if the suggested revisions are made.
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