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	Here’s my comprehensive review of the case report titled “Primary Small Bowel Stone (Primary Enterolith) in a Patient with Stricturing Ileal Crohn’s Disease: A Case Report.”
The case report is clinically valuable, presenting a rare complication of Crohn’s disease with clear diagnostic, operative, and pathological details. It follows SCARE guidelines, uses strong evidence-based references, and is generally well-written and structured. Its emphasis on preoperative nutritional optimization adds practical insight, making it a meaningful contribution to the literature.
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