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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors present a rare case of colo-colonic intussusception with PPES in a female
with no significant previous medical history. Though looking a simple case, it is quite
interesting, well prescribed with good language and clear conclusion raising the
importance of combining a clinical scenario with a radiological finding to achieve a

differential diagnosis and correct management plan.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

I have the following comments about this manuscript. 1. Since the patient received the
procedure at another hospital, the authors mentioned that they did not know the
detailed information about the manipulation. I strongly suggested the authors to acquire
the images during the procedure of polypectomy and add detailed information from
another hospital. Besides, did you think the swelling change of right side colon wall
might be caused by submucosal injection before electrocoagulation and polypectomy?
Please add this in you text. 2. Please add your opinion or information from the literature
to inform the readers how to prevent this complication and the best strategy to manage
it. 3. About the occurrence of intussusception in this case, did you think it may be caused
or aggravated by the procedure of “SUCTION” at the end of the procedure to deflate the
distended colon. 4. Originality is the first priority in the preparation of manuscript
submission. I have checked the plagiarism and the similarity rate is 46%. This is the main

cause of rejection.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The case is interesting, but not attractive enough.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1. The authors have revised the draft point to point as requested. 2. Originality is the

priority in consideration of publication. In detecting the issue of Plagiarism with the
Turnitin system, I notice the similarity rate is 39% without regard to the references.

Please revise the draft as the Turnitin report attached.



