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	Reviewer’s comment

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.


	The manuscript is highly relevant to the scientific community, addressing a pathology with an increasing incidence, often diagnosed late in the metastatic stage. Gastric cancer is now affecting younger patients more frequently than 20–25 years ago. This literature review is valuable for surgeons, prompting a re-evaluation of the disease.

By reading this manuscript, we can identify new metastasis sites, gain an overview of the disease, and contribute to a better understanding of its pathophysiology. Although the gastric resection performed 10 months ago reported clear margins, the disease evolution contradicted this finding, suggesting a change in malignant cell behavior.

Metastasis of gastric cancer to the small intestine or colon is rare, and its mechanism remains unknown. The article suggests intraluminal seeding, a plausible explanation, though it may also share the metastasis pathway of Krukenberg tumors. Due to its rarity, this metastasis pattern is poorly studied, making it a potential area for further research.

Considering that gastric cancer increasingly affects young individuals (e.g., a 21-year-old woman with diffuse gastric carcinoma and ovarian metastases), it presents significant challenges in diagnosis and treatment. The manuscript provides valuable insights, offering a deeper understanding of the disease and serving as a foundation for future research. Given its scientific relevance, I consider this manuscript to be of significant value.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is OK
	

	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.


	The summary is well-structured, and I don't believe additional points need to be included. Considering that the article will be published in an open-access case report journal, I find the summary to be sufficient.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is an excellent review that provides an update on a common pathology, yet one that is extremely rare in this specific context, considering the occurrence of metastatic lesions in the colon and intestine within a relatively short period.

One aspect that I believe should be added to the article is clarification on whether a colonoscopic examination was performed during the patient's initial hospitalization. If not, the discussion section should mention that performing a colonoscopy could be beneficial if, upon receiving the biopsy results from the esophagogastroduodenoscopy conducted before surgery, signet ring cells are identified. It is well known that these cells are unstable and metastasize easily.

This manuscript significantly contributes to the enrichment of both theoretical and practical knowledge on this pathology by integrating the perspectives and approaches of specialists and experts in the field.

The case is well-documented both radiologically and iconographically, for which I congratulate the authors of this article.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. I have no suggestions.
	

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


	The language and the style is clear and concise.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Relevance and Originality of the Research

I have evaluated the relevance of the topic and the originality of the research. The chosen theme, "Navigating Therapeutic Challenges: Management of Carcinoma Stomach with Intraluminal Metastases," addresses a condition with a low incidence. The discovery of such metastatic lesions in the small intestine and colon within a short period after surgery, despite the patient receiving adjuvant chemoradiotherapy, is indeed very rare. The case presented is particularly interesting.

The manuscript discusses a relatively common clinical situation—metastasis—but in an unusual site, as the main metastatic locations were not involved. Therefore, this manuscript is valuable, contributing to a better understanding of the topic and providing a useful update for medical professionals.

Methodology

The methodology is clear and well-justified, relying on the presentation of a real clinical case, complemented by a literature review. The bibliographic section is extensive, with 17 references, which are more than sufficient for this case, adding significant value to the manuscript.

Results and Interpretation

The results are presented clearly and logically, with their interpretation based on data obtained from the literature analysis. The bibliography includes references from 1996 to 2023, demonstrating the authors' serious commitment to deepening their understanding of such cases by integrating established knowledge with recent findings.

Structure and Clarity

The manuscript is well-structured and easy to follow.

References and Citations

The authors have cited 17 relevant studies in the field, covering the period 1996-2023. This number is appropriate, considering that these metastatic sites are rarely reported as an evolutionary complication in specialized journals.

Conclusion

The manuscript meets most criteria and does not require significant modifications. 
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