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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 could benefit the scientific community with its confirmatory findings regarding the association between CRP levels and the need for surgery in Ulcerative Colitis patients. It addresses a significant gap by conducting the study in a resource-limited setting. The findings have practical implications, as physicians and surgeons in similar regions could use CRP levels to guide treatment decisions and avoid unnecessary delay in surgical intervention. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clear and concise. 
	

	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 appears well-written and requires no further changes. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct; it would benefit from restructuring to improve clarity and conciseness. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the referencing is well formatted and sufficient, it would be better if references were arranged in reverse chronological order- from the most recently published to the oldest. 
	

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


	Yes, the language is very well suited for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction section contains an excessive amount of background information, which may overwhelm the readers and divert attention from the main objective. Additionally, comparisons with previously published studies are better suited for the Discussion section and should be relocated accordingly. The content would benefit from being condensed and restructured into 3-5 concise paragraphs, each focusing on a single idea. The first paragraph should provide a clear overview of what is already known about the topic. The second paragraph can then highlight existing gaps and limitations in the literature. The third should outline the study hypothesis, followed by describing the experimental approach and its significance. There is no need to present the study aims as a separate section; instead, they can be addressed in the final paragraph of the introduction.

Instead of describing every detail from the tables and figures in the results section, it would be better to summarize the key findings and only mention the most important numbers and statistics that support the main points. This approach avoids clutter and helps readers focus on the crucial results without getting overwhelmed by repetitive data. 

The discussion section is quite similar in structure to the introduction and does not include enough comparison with previous studies. suggest starting the discussion by clearly answering the main question or hypothesis stated at the end of the introduction. Then, compare your findings with results from other published studies. After that, talk about the study’s limitations- mention which ones you were able to handle and which ones you could not. Finally, end the discussion with a clear take-home message or suggest directions for future research. 

There is quite a bit of repetition throughout the manuscript, especially in the introduction and discussion sections. To make it easier to read and more interesting, suggest removing repeated statements and summarizing the key points more clearly. 

The manuscript is original and clinically relevant. The study design is strong, the methodology appropriate, and the data analysis accurate. These findings can aid clinical decision-making by using CRP levels to predict the need for surgical intervention in ulcerative colitis. 
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