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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript presents a critical and detailed exploration of two rare cases of conjoined twins, providing valuable insights into their clinical presentation, diagnosis, and management. This work underscores the importance of antenatal diagnosis and highlights the challenges faced in the care of conjoined twins, particularly in resource-limited settings. By contributing to the existing knowledge on this rare congenital anomaly, the manuscript has the potential to guide obstetricians, pediatricians, and surgeons in improving outcomes for similar cases. Its findings emphasize the need for enhanced prenatal screening and multidisciplinary management strategies, advancing both clinical practice and future research in the field of maternal and child health.
	

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

	The current title, "Conjoined twins at the Mother-Child University Hospital Jeanne Ebori Foundation in Libreville: About 2 cases," is informative but could be more concise and aligned with the focus of the manuscript. A revised title could highlight the case studies and the broader implications of the findings.
Here’s a suggested alternative title:
"Clinical Case Studies of Conjoined Twins: Insights from the Mother-Child University Hospital Jeanne Ebori Foundation in Libreville."
	

	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 abstract provides a concise overview of the article, mentioning the rarity of conjoined twins, the two specific cases observed, and the conclusion that antenatal diagnosis is essential for better care. However, it could be made more comprehensive by including additional details to give readers a clearer understanding of the findings and their significance. Here are some suggestions:
Suggestions for Improvement:
1. Background and Context:
The abstract could briefly mention the prevalence of conjoined twins and why these cases are significant in a clinical and research context.
2. Key Observations:
Add specific information about the types of conjoined twins (craniopagus and omphalopagus), their clinical conditions, and outcomes. For example, one case involved cesarean delivery at 30 weeks with poor adaptation to extra-uterine life, and the other was a vaginal delivery at term with one twin requiring resuscitation.
3. Management Challenges:
Highlight the challenges faced in managing these cases, particularly in terms of resource limitations and the need for multidisciplinary expertise.
4. Implications and Conclusion:
Emphasize the broader implications of these findings for antenatal care and obstetric practices, especially in resource-limited settings.
Revised Abstract:
Conjoined twins (Siamese twins) are among the rare and complex complications of twin pregnancy, with a prevalence of 1 in 50,000 to 100,000 births. We report two cases of conjoined twins managed at the Mother-Child University Hospital Jeanne Ebori Foundation in Libreville. The first case involved craniopagus twins born prematurely by cesarean section at 30 weeks, both of whom experienced poor adaptation to extra-uterine life. The second case, omphalopagus twins, was a term vaginal delivery where one twin required resuscitation. Both cases highlight the importance of antenatal diagnosis for appropriate obstetric and postnatal management. This report underscores the challenges of managing such cases in resource-limited settings and the need for enhanced prenatal screening and multidisciplinary collaboration to improve outcomes.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically accurate, as it provides detailed observations of two rare cases of conjoined twins and includes relevant clinical, diagnostic, and management information. It references established literature and aligns with accepted medical knowledge regarding the formation, classification, and management of conjoined twins
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are pertinent to the subject of conjoined twins; however, several are outdated, with some dating back to the 1990s. To enhance the manuscript's relevance and credibility, incorporating more recent studies and reviews is advisable
	

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

	In summary, while the language quality is acceptable, refinement in grammar, tone, and sentence structure would enhance the manuscript’s suitability for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
	










	[bookmark: _Hlk165652409]PART  2: 


	
	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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