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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.


	This manuscript significantly advances surgical literature by documenting a successful case of cecal volvulus management and reinforcing evidence-based treatment protocols. Furthermore, by illustrating successful outcomes with a right ileo-hemicolectomy in a patient without bowel necrosis, this case contributes to the growing evidence supporting definitive surgical resection over temporary measures like cecopexy or cecostomy. This information helps surgeons make well-informed decisions about the best management strategies to reduce recurrence risk and enhance patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title "Cecal Volvulus: A Case Report" is acceptable but quite generic and doesn't distinguish this manuscript from numerous other cecal volvulus case reports in the literature.
Id recommend”Surgical Management of Cecal Volvulus Without Ischemia: 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.


	Suggested deletions/modifications:
1. Redundancy in Conclusion: The phrase "preventing recurrence and complications" is somewhat repetitive of what's already stated. Consider streamlining to: "Right ileo-hemicolectomy provides definitive treatment with minimal recurrence risk.
2. Keywords section: Consider removing "digestive surgery" (too broad)+ abdominal CT scan.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Issues Requiring Correction:
1. Reference numbering errors: The references section has significant formatting problems: 

· Reference 11 appears incomplete (cuts off mid-citation)

· Reference 12 appears twice with different content

· References 15-16 seem duplicated or incorrectly numbered

· The numbering sequence breaks down after reference 11

2. Inconsistent terminology: The manuscript uses both "ileo-hemicolectomy" and "hemicolectomy" - standardization is needed.

3. Minor clinical detail: The CT findings mention "thickening of the left colon (7mm)" which seems unusual for a cecal volvulus case and is not explained in the discussion. This deserves clarification or explanation.

4. Missing information: 

· No mention of the patient's BMI or prior abdominal surgeries (except cholecystectomy) that might have contributed to cecal mobility

· Operative time not mentioned


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Required Additions:
Please conduct an updated discussion section and include:

1. Recent systematic reviews/meta-analyses (2018-2024) on cecal volvulus management comparing surgical approaches and outcomes. Specifically, consider: 

· Miura da Costa et al. (2018) "A systematic review of the management and outcomes of cecal and appendiceal volvulus in children" - Acta Paediatrica (Wiley Online Library)

· This would provide comparative data on cecal volvulus epidemiology and outcomes


	

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


	Yess 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Paragraph division: Several sections, particularly the Discussion, contain large blocks of text that should be divided into shorter, more focused paragraphs. Each paragraph should address a single main idea (e.g., one paragraph on pathophysiology, another on diagnostic approaches, another on treatment options).
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