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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.


	This manuscript provides a critical reminder to the surgical and gastroenterological communities of a significant diagnostic pitfall: benign inflammatory conditions can perfectly mimic small bowel malignancies. It underscores the limitations of current preoperative imaging and intraoperative assessment in distinguishing these entities, which can lead to potentially unnecessary extensive resections. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is acceptable but can be significantly strengthened to be more precise, engaging, and informative for readers.
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	Your current text is more of a summary than a structured abstract. It states the aims and findings but lacks specific, impactful details that would convince a reader of its importance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and valid. The reasoning, conclusions, and overall narrative are sound and supported by the evidence presented.
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	I think they need a little revision, because of lack of unified style.
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	The language and English quality of your article are good and understandable, but they require significant polishing to meet the standard expected for scholarly communication in international journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	No more comments.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Mekhaeel Shehata Fakhry Mekhaeel, Peoples Friendship University of Russia named after Patrice Lumumba, Russia.

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

