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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.


	The topic of this case report is highly relevant, particularly regarding the impact of sociocultural barriers on clinical outcomes in Nigeria. There is a limited number of studies addressing this issue. The significance of this work is immense, as it contributes to improving the quality of life for people in Nigeria, and globally, by promoting the timely acceptance of appropriate therapy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	It is necessary to supplement the abstract with data regarding the presence of metastases, the tumor stage, and whether radiotherapy was utilized. Additionally, the reasons for administering chemotherapy alone, the laboratory parameters, and the reasons for refusing surgical intervention should be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Certain additions are necessary, as specified in the comments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference No. 2 is from 2005. Recent data (e.g., GLOBOCAN 2022 or more recent local registry studies) should be used for the incidence of cancer in Nigeria. Additionally, Reference No. 4 focuses on colonoscopy complications, which is not the primary focus of this paper.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following points must be addressed in your revised submission:

1.
It is stated that the patient had Stage I carcinoma in 2022 and received neoadjuvant chemotherapy. For Stage I (T1-T2, N0), the standard of care is surgery, not chemotherapy. If chemotherapy was administered, the stage was likely higher, or there was a suspicion of lymph node involvement. This must be explained or clarified.

2.
The report mentions that "dysplasia" was found in 2023, after a diagnosis of "carcinoma" had already been made in 2022. This implies either that the initial diagnosis was incorrect, or regression occurred… The author should critically discuss how a malignancy could "revert" to dysplasia.

3.
It is necessary to provide precise values for laboratory results along with their reference ranges (e.g., exact CEA levels, hemoglobin levels, blood glucose, etc.).

4.
For the 2026 presentation, the author only provides colonoscopy and histopathology findings. Data from a CT of the abdomen and pelvis or an MRI of the pelvis (the gold standard for rectal cancer) are essential. Without these, the presence of metastases remains unknown, which is critical for a paper discussing "progression due to delay."

5.
The manuscript mentions a fungating mass 4 cm from the anal verge, but lacks information on the fixation of the tumor. Furthermore, the DRE section mentions a mass "at the anal verge," while the colonoscopy notes it at "4 cm from the anal verge." These findings must be reconciled for consistency.

6.
The title promises an analysis of social factors, yet the text only briefly mentions resistance to a stoma. A deeper analysis is required. Why does this resistance exist? Is it due to religious beliefs, a lack of resources for stoma care in Nigeria, or community stigmatization?

7.
For rectal carcinoma, the standard is often neoadjuvant chemoradiotherapy. The Could you specify whether the patient received radiation therapy, and if not, explain why.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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