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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

We are excited about the potential impact of this report and appreciate the author’s 
commitment to maintaining high standards of scholarly communication. We appreciate the 
valuable insights the case report offers on this rare clinical association. 

I suggested constructive insights to strengthen your work's presentation and impact, 
and I encourage you to consider these points carefully (highlighted in the main 
manuscript attached) and revise the manuscript accordingly. 
 

 

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

 

This case report presents a unique and intriguing clinical scenario that could add value to the 
literature. With minor revisions for clarity, expanded discussion on clinical implications, and 
additional emphasis on interdisciplinary management, the manuscript could make a valuable 
contribution to the field. 

 

 

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 authors can re-assign it to benefit from some structural refinement. Consider adding 
specific clinical findings, radiological features, and the implications for clinical practice. 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

We have provided constructive feedback, and we invite the authors to revise their manuscript 
accordingly. Our comments and suggestions are attached for editors' and authors' reference.  

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

The manuscript could benefit from a thorough review of grammar, style, and consistency (a few 
minor grammatical adjustments and language clarifications). 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Mohammed Aboud 

Department, University & Country The Maternity and Child Teaching Hospital  - Ministry of Health, Iraq 

 


