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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 work is valuable because it documents the diagnostic performance of barium enema against the reference standard of histopathology in a resource-constrained, real-world clinical setting, and directly compares it with colonoscopy information that historically guided diagnostic pathways where endoscopy access is limited. The chapter can also serve as a practical exemplar of how sensitivity/specificity/PPV/NPV are derived from contingency tables in clinical imaging research. Importantly, in an expanded book-chapter format, it can contextualize how the role of barium enema has evolved with the rise of CT colonography and contemporary guideline-driven diagnostic algorithms, improving relevance for current readers. Finally, the data contribute to the global discussion on equitable diagnostic strategies for suspected colorectal cancer in settings with limited specialist and sedation services.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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.

	Reasonably comprehensive, but for a book chapter (expanded) the abstract should be more “decision-oriented” and include key diagnostic metrics and limitations.
· The first sentence about western vs Asian prevalence is not essential unless the chapter uses epidemiology to justify the study; otherwise replace with a sharper rationale: diagnostic accessibility and acceptability.
· A short limitations statement: single-centre/limited sample size, selection limited to clinically suspected cases, partial colonoscopy coverage (40/50).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	As special note given 
It is already published in journal; it is extended version of the article
It’s OK
· Address selection bias and small negative sample; clarify single vs double contrast; improve reporting transparency (flow, blinding)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	For a book chapter, the current references are not sufficient and not recent most are pre-2000 and do not reflect how practice has changed.
	

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

	
OK
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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Reviewer details:

Jagadish Hansa, India



Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
