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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.


	I think this case report is interesting and clinically relevant, as it highlights a rare presentation of aggressive B-cell lymphoma manifesting as ileocolic intussusception in a young adult—a combination that is indeed uncommon. The manuscript contributes to the limited literature on adult intussusception secondary to lymphoma and underscores the importance of considering malignancy in such presentations. I like that the authors emphasize multidisciplinary management and provide a clear clinical and surgical description. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable and informative. It clearly indicates both the diagnosis and the unusual presentation. However, I might slightly rephrase it for conciseness and academic flow:
Suggested alternative title:
“Aggressive B-Cell Lymphoma Presenting as Ileocolic Intussusception in a Young Adult Male”
or
“A Rare Presentation of Aggressive B-Cell Lymphoma as Ileocolic Intussusception in a Young Adult: A Case Report”
	

	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.


	I find the abstract clear and concise, but it feels a bit too brief and lacks structured components (background, case summary, conclusion). I would suggest adding one or two sentences describing the surgical findings and postoperative outcome, as well as emphasizing the clinical significance. For example, mention that “early surgical intervention and histopathology were crucial for diagnosis,” and possibly add a statement on the rarity and relevance for clinicians. Also, capital letters should be used properly (e.g., “Aggressive B-cell lymphomas…” instead of “Aggressive b-cell lymphomas”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the description of the case is coherent and logical. The diagnostic and therapeutic approach is consistent with current standards of care. However, I think the discussion could be expanded with a more analytical comparison to other published cases, particularly regarding management outcomes and prognosis. A brief mention of the immunohistochemical profile confirming the diagnosis (e.g., CD20, Ki-67, etc.) would also strengthen the scientific depth. Minor typographical and grammatical issues should be corrected for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant and adequate, but a few are somewhat dated. Some are from the 1980s and 1990s, which could be replaced or supplemented by more recent reviews or case series published in the last 5 years. For instance, more current reports from 2020–2024 on gastrointestinal lymphoma causing intussusception could be cited to enhance the paper’s contemporary relevance. The reference formatting could also be standardized according to journal style (spacing, punctuation, capitalization).
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but needs moderate editing for grammar, capitalization, and flow. I notice inconsistent capitalization (“Aggressive b-cell lymphomas,” “computed tomography showing Bowel-within-bowel…”). Some sentences are long and could be divided for clarity. I would recommend light to moderate language revision for publication-level fluency.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I do not see any ethical issues in this manuscript. The patient’s anonymity is maintained, and no identifiable information or images are disclosed. However, the authors should explicitly state that informed consent for publication was obtained from the patient (or his guardians), as this is mandatory for case reports.
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