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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 manuscript highlights a significant rise in the incidence of intussusception, drawing attention to an important and evolving pediatric surgical concern in a resource-limited setting. It provides clinically relevant insights by identifying key predictors of bowel compromise, such as prolonged symptom duration and the presence of fever, which can aid in early risk stratification and management decisions. The study effectively correlates delayed presentation with poorer outcomes, emphasizing the need for timely intervention. 
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	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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