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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript provides an up-to-date, comprehensive review of the diagnosis and management of Meckel’s diverticulum, a condition that, despite being the most common congenital gastrointestinal anomaly, remains a diagnostic and therapeutic challenge. By synthesizing recent studies, this review offers valuable insights into both symptomatic and asymptomatic presentations, as well as current debates surrounding incidental findings. The inclusion of pediatric and adult data broadens its relevance, making it a useful reference for clinicians across disciplines. This work contributes to the scientific community by highlighting gaps in existing guidelines and supporting more evidence-based decision-making in surgical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
Meckel’s Diverticulum: A Comprehensive Review of Diagnosis, Management, and Controversies
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The current abstract is concise and outlines the key elements of the review, including the clinical presentation, diagnostic methods, treatment approaches, and controversy over incidental findings. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and well-grounded, providing a thorough review of Meckel’s diverticulum by incorporating up-to-date and peer-reviewed studies, including systematic reviews, retrospective analyses, and meta-analyses that address the condition’s epidemiology, clinical presentations, diagnostic modalities, and surgical management options across both pediatric and adult populations; however, minor improvements such as clarifying the levels of evidence, consistently defining medical terms (e.g., CT, LATUM), distinguishing findings between age groups, and providing additional context for key statistical values (such as percentages of complications or malignancy rates) would further strengthen the scientific rigor and clarity of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
Yes, the references are sufficient and updated 
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The English language used in the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication; however, improving grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone would enhance clarity, consistency, and overall readability.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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