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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 manuscript highlights a rare and misleading presentation of type II ileal atresia that mimicked an intra-abdominal mass in a premature low birth weight neonate. By documenting this atypical presentation, it raises clinical awareness of potential diagnostic pitfalls in neonatal intestinal obstruction. The report may help clinicians consider intestinal atresia even when imaging findings suggest other abdominal pathologies, thereby supporting earlier diagnosis and timely surgical management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and key clinical features of the 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.


	The abstract is generally clear and well structured, summarizing the background, case presentation, and clinical outcome effectively. However, it could be slightly improved by briefly mentioning the associated congenital anomalies and severe neonatal anemia, as these factors contributed to the diagnostic complexity of the case. Additionally, the imaging findings that initially suggested an intra-abdominal mass could be described in one short phrase to better emphasize the diagnostic pitfall. Otherwise, the abstract is concise and does not require major deletions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound and clinically accurate. The description of the pathophysiology, classification, clinical presentation, diagnostic challenges, and surgical management of jejunoileal atresia is consistent with current pediatric surgical literature. The case presentation is clearly described, and the discussion appropriately relates the findings to previously reported studies. Overall, the manuscript maintains good scientific validity, although minor editorial revisions for clarity and conciseness could further strengthen it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references appear adequate, relevant, and generally recent, with several citations from the last 5–7 years, which appropriately support the background and discussion of neonatal intestinal atresia. Recent studies on intestinal atresia outcomes and management published in 2023–2025 also support the current understanding of the condition and surgical management.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and consistent with the style expected in medical case reports. However, minor grammatical corrections, punctuation adjustments, and slight sentence shortening in some long paragraphs could further improve readability and flow. Overall, only minor language editing would be required before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues are apparent in the manuscript. The case report does not include identifiable patient information, and the authors have clearly stated that ethical approval was not required according to institutional policy. However, it would be advisable to explicitly mention that informed consent was obtained from the patient’s parents or legal guardians for publication of the case and images, as this is commonly required for case reports in most journals.
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