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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) 
 

The manuscript presents an interesting and rare case of ileocecal intussusception caused by an 
appendiceal mucinous neoplasm. It provides a detailed description of the clinical presentation, 
diagnostic workup, surgical management, and follow-up of this uncommon condition. The case 
report highlights the importance of considering underlying pathologies, particularly neoplastic 
lesions, as potential causes of intussusception in adults. Additionally, it discusses the challenges 
associated with the diagnosis and management of low-grade appendiceal mucinous neoplasms 
(LAMN). Overall, this manuscript offers valuable insights and contributes to the scientific literature 
on rare gastrointestinal conditions. 

The title "Ileocecal intussusception caused by appendiceal mucinous neoplasm" accurately reflects 
the content of the case report and is suitable. 

The abstract is comprehensive. It provides a concise overview of the case, including the 
presentation, diagnostic findings, surgical intervention, pathological results, and follow-up. The 
abstract effectively summarizes the key aspects of the case report. 

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. It follows the conventional 
structure of a case report, with sections dedicated to the presentation of the case, discussion, and 
conclusion. The inclusion of relevant figures and references further enhances the clarity and 
comprehensiveness of the manuscript. 

Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. The authors 
have presented the case details, diagnostic findings, surgical management, and pathological results 
in a clear and logical manner. The discussion section provides a comprehensive analysis of the 
case, drawing upon relevant literature and guidelines. 

The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relatively recent. 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. The article is 
well-written, clear, and free of grammatical errors. The vocabulary used is appropriate for a 
scientific article, and the sentences are well-structured and easy to follow. Overall, the language 
quality is of a high standard, making the article accessible to a broad audience of researchers and 
clinicians in the field of gastrointestinal surgery. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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