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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 case report highlights a relevant and increasingly adopted technique in minimally invasive colorectal surgery—transanal natural orifice specimen extraction (NOSE). The manuscript reinforces clinical feasibility and demonstrates how NOSE can minimise abdominal wall morbidity in recurrent diverticulitis, particularly valuable in patients with prior multiple abdominal surgeries. Although NOSE has been previously described in the literature, the authors present their technique in a clear, step-wise manner that may be practically useful for surgeons who are considering incorporating NOSE into their practice. The detailed operative description contributes additional educational value to a technique that remains underutilised in many centres, and the report may therefore encourage broader adoption in appropriately selected patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No modification needed.
	

	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 is generally clear and summarises the key components well. However, adding 1–2 sentences describing operative challenges (e.g., anvil placement difficulty) and highlighting the rationale for choosing NOSE in this patient (prior abdominal surgeries increasing hernia risk) would strengthen clinical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The clinical presentation, surgical steps, and rationale for using the NOSE technique are well described. The discussion is aligned with available literature and reflects current practice patterns in minimally invasive colorectal surgery.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent publications up to 2023.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable; however, I recommend that the manuscript undergo formal language editing by a professional linguistic or academic editing service. 
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