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	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 interesting and important for the scientific community, as it addresses a pathology that is not very commonly encountered, especially in adults—acute intestinal intussusception being more frequently observed in children. This literature review is extremely valuable for all surgeons, regardless of their level of experience, whether beginners or experts. It offers an overview of this condition and contributes to a better understanding of the pathology, opening new perspectives on its pathophysiology.

Given that this condition can also occur in adults, albeit much more rarely, and that it is difficult to diagnose preoperatively due to the nonspecific nature of its symptoms—combined with the fact that standard investigations have low sensitivity and specificity—it poses both diagnostic and therapeutic challenges, making its relevance undeniable.

In general, this condition is very rare, with only about 5% of cases occurring in adults out of an already limited total number, which clearly shows its rarity. Therefore, a review of this pathology is timely and valuable, and the content of this manuscript can contribute to revisiting and deepening existing knowledge.

Considering its relevance for future research, I believe this manuscript holds significant importance.
	

	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 abstract, considering that the manuscript will appear in an open-access publication, is sufficient in terms of length.

It would be important to mention the approximate coverage area of the Medical Center where these interventions were performed, as well as the level of patient referral to the surgical department, so that the reader can get a clearer picture of the incidence and prevalence in that region.

The statement that the cases were diagnosed by CT scan highlights the fact that it is impossible to establish an accurate preoperative diagnosis and that it can only be confirmed intraoperatively — a point which is absolutely correct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is an excellent review that provides an update on a rare pathology, which becomes extremely uncommon when considering that only 5% of cases occur in adults, and treatment is overwhelmingly surgical. This manuscript significantly contributes to enhancing both theoretical and practical knowledge of this condition by incorporating the opinions and approaches of specialists and experts in the field.

It is well known that the sensitivity and specificity of each diagnostic method vary significantly and largely depend on the experience of the specialist interpreting the images. This article correctly mentions that CT examination is the gold standard for diagnosing this pathology, with a sensitivity of nearly 100%.


	

	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 subject, “Acute Intestinal Intussusception in Adults: About Three Cases and Review of the Literature”, addresses a condition with low incidence. Identifying such an etiology of intestinal obstruction should be taken into account and is indeed exceptional. The intestinal cases presented are particularly interesting.

The manuscript discusses a relatively rare clinical scenario, but one that must be considered as a possible cause of acute surgical abdomen and properly understood. The rarity of this pathology makes such cases truly exceptional. Therefore, the manuscript is valuable, contributing to a better understanding of the subject and offering a useful update for any professional in the field.

Methodology:

The methodology used is clear and well-justified, based on the presentation of three real cases, complemented by a review of the relevant literature. Although the number of references is relatively limited, this confirms the rarity of such cases and increases the manuscript’s value.

Results and Interpretation:

The results are clearly and logically presented in the manuscript, and their interpretation is supported by the data from the cited literature. However, considering that the bibliography includes only 11 references spanning from 1985 to 2024, the authors demonstrate an emphasis on both novelty and historical context. Additionally, it would be useful and appropriate to include ultrasound images and, if available, standard radiological images.

Structure and Clarity:

The manuscript is well-structured and easy to follow.

References and Citations:

The authors cited 11 relevant works in the field, covering the period from 1985 to 2024, most of which are recent. This number is sufficient, considering the rarity of the condition.

Conclusion:

The manuscript meets most criteria and does not require major revisions. It can be awarded with minor adjustments, by incorporating the suggested recommendations, if available.
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