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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

 
The text is clear, but it contains several grammatical issues, different incorrect phrasings, and some surgical 

terminology needs to be improved for publication in a medical journal.  
The conclusion needs to emphasize the clinical significance and management implications. 
For submission to a surgical case-report journal, I would also recommend specifying whether the splenic 

involvement was due to torsion of the splenic vascular pedicle, adhesions, or anatomical abnormalities, as 

this is the most unique aspect of the case. 
Clarification of certain laboratory values and surgical terminology is also needed. 
The manuscript would benefit from additional postoperative follow-up information, if available, to 

document the long-term outcome after colectomy and splenopexy. 
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