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Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
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Yes, but sister condition pectus excavatum might be discussed in brief to compare,
repitation of same facts making a case report quite large to read
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should be written in paragraphic form representing idea belief about the case.
Conceptualized intellectually

case presentation is too brief
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly yes

communications?

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is too big for a case report

The conservative management should be discussed more clearly and under section of case report
The condition like p excavatum should have been discussed in discussion section

The cosmetic correction of condition should be discussed along with CDT as patient was going gym
Conclusion is not clearly written about CDT use, both statement are contradictory, if there was no
pandemic than, Cdt might have not been used. So study is showing its limited use.
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