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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. The Case of Crohn's Disease associated with Peutz-Jeghers Syndrome would be 

considered important for the scientific community. It could provide more insights into the 
underlying mechanisms of diseases and contribute to our understanding of the interplay 
between genetic and environmental factors, especially in gastrointestinal disorders. 
Moreover, archiving uncommon cases like this makes a difference and adds detail to the 
information base in medication, possibly driving the improvement of new therapies or 
demonstrative devices. Generally, whereas individual cases could seem uncommon, they 
can have noteworthy suggestions for both patient care and scientific understanding. 

2. The title is suitable. 
3. The abstract provides a concise overview and effectively provide outlines the key features 

of each condition, rarity, and association. Adding a brief discussion about the treatment and 
management approach for the patient could make the abstract provide a more 
comprehensive overview.  

4. The manuscript demonstrates a clear and logical structure with defined subsections that 
effectively organize the content and facilitate easy navigation through the article. 

5. The manuscript adheres to rigorous scientific standards, presenting accurate data, sound 
methodologies, and valid interpretations that contribute to the advancement of knowledge 
in the field. 

6. The manuscript is supported by a comprehensive array of references, drawing from recent 
literature to provide a solid foundation for the research and ensure relevance and credibility 
in its findings. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The article has suitable language quality for scholarly communications 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The article is remarkable, presenting a rare case with such thoroughness and valuable insights. I 
suggest that by adding laboratory findings could add such depth to your points. I appreciate your 
work for shedding light on such an intriguing subject. 
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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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