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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In this manuscript, the authors report a new and interesting case of intestinal
intussusception caused by intestinal duplication and ectopic pancreas. This is a quite
well-written manuscript and the authors have made a respectable effort. The discussion
of this manuscript is quite short. the authors must precise the number of cases of
intestinal intussusception caused by intestinal duplication and ectopic pancreas
seperately. The quality of figure 1 must be improved (SHADES OF GRAY) and the
legend should be more precise, for instance the authors must precise the difference
between Figure 1A, Figure 1B, Figure 1C and Figure 1D The legend of figure 5 should be
corrected : In fact the red arrow indicates the pancreatic duct and the green arrow
indicates the pancreatic acinus. The references are not recent enough English language

editing is mandatory




