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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	I see that the authors have substantially improved the manuscript following the initial review. The abstract is now clearer, more structured, and directly highlights the core outcomes and limitations. The introduction better frames the problem and significance of exploratory laparoscopy in resource-limited settings.

The manuscript has undergone noticeable language polishing. The flow of information is smoother, and redundancy has been minimized. The discussion section is now more focused, integrates the findings well with global literature, and appropriately emphasizes the clinical and logistical advantages of laparoscopy.

That said, several issues still persist:

· The sample size (n=24) remains a major limitation and inherently reduces the strength of the conclusions.

· While the text now acknowledges these limitations more transparently, the recommendations about integrating laparoscopy into standard protocols could still benefit from a more cautious tone.

· There’s still no statistical analysis (e.g., confidence intervals, comparative significance), which weakens the objectivity of the findings.

· Although references have been updated, more recent global studies (post-2022) on CRC staging in LMICs could enhance the contextual relevance.

· Some repetition remains in the results and discussion sections, especially in how the 41% therapeutic reclassification is presented multiple times almost verbatim.

Despite these shortcomings, the revised version demonstrates improved scientific communication, clarity, and structural coherence.
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