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	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.


	I’ve never heard of Crohn’s and Celiac disease co-existing so this is definitely an intriguing and valuable manuscript. Lots of patients come with prolonged abdominal symptoms which they’ve been struggling with and they end up going to multiple clinicians to be able to get a diagnoses. Gastroenterologists should be aware of the co-existence of both Crohn’s and Celiac disease so that the patient can be promptly assisted. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title seems a bit lengthy. I would suggest omitting the word ‘complex’ and letting it be “Navigating a clinical conundrum…”
	

	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.


	Yes it seems comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the scientific definitions and laboratory values all seem correctly used. 

The material is supported with adequate citations. 

There are no contradictions or extravagant claims. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but the formatting of the references could be improved. They seem to be loosely following the Vancouver style of referencing. Adding the page numbers of the references mentioned would add more credibility for e.g
Bonatto M, et al. Endoscopic evaluation of celiac disease severity and its correlation with histopathological aspects of the duodenal mucosa. Endoscopy Int Open. 2016;4(7):E824-E832.
	

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


	The language is very succinct and well-written. It’s easy to get the grasp of without overwhelming the reader with too much information.
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