
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 

Journal Name: International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health 

Manuscript Number: Ms_IJTDH_124938 

Title of the Manuscript:  
An uncommon presentation of breast filariasis: A case report 

Type of the Article Case report 

 
 
 
General guidelines for the Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/ 
 
 
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review 
 
Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/   
Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers  
 
 

https://journalijtdh.com/index.php/IJTDH
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/
https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers


 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
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. 
 

The manuscript addresses a rare presentation of a disease, which adds value to the literature, 
especially in fields like tropical medicine and differential diagnosis of breast lumps. 

 

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

 

The word "rare" will be suitable instead of "uncommon" in the title. According to the 
definition, the targeted disease falls under the umbrella of Rare diseases.  

 

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. 

 

Kindly add one or two sentences to each section of the abstract, like mentioning the 
diagnosis case, treatment/medication, and the conclusion and saying that your targeted 
drugs are successful for treatment.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

It is not more well organized, even if it is not a justified format. Kindly organise it appropriately. 
Figures are included but not discussed/cited in the paragraph. In the cytology figure, the 
Region of interest is not mentioned like in the ultrasound image. Put the scale on the cytology 
image on which the image is captured.  

 

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. 

This is a good study based on clinical practice and real-world implementation, and it helps 
study rare diseases. The process is also suitable for confirming the diagnoses from different 
tests, recommending medication, and following up on recovery. For more accurate advanced 
research, the authors can compare the results with her aunt at a transcriptomic level to confirm 
that the disease was not genetically transferred. 

 

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

Some statistics are required of previous similar cases and the targeted medication for other 
patients.  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Minor revisions are required so that the manuscript will be more helpful to the scientific community and 
precision medicine research community.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 Comment 1: Approximately 50 grammatical and articulation errors are found, along with some typos. 
Kindly correct it.  
 
Comment 2: Good Analysis; however, poor representation even the text is not justified format.  
 
Comment 3: In the sentence cytology under USG guidance, Write the full form of the abbreviated word 
USG. 
 
Comment 4: Is breast filariasis a rare disease? Give some disease statistics based on targeted regions 
at the start of the introduction.  
Comment 5: Have the targeted drugs/medications previously been used for the same or another similar 
type of patient? If yes, kindly reference those cases or mention their statistics. 
 
Comment 6: I know that there is limited literature on the mentioned disease; however, Mention/cite 
some similar cases to increase the worth of your analysis. Compare your analysis with them to show 
your findings or deviate from the analysis. 
 
Comment 7: You can add more detail about the test machine or chemicals and the clinician's 
experience. 
 
Comment 8: Is there any alternative treatment? Why is this one targeted?  
 
Comment 9: This comment is beyond the study, but it is about following the patient for longer for better 
outcomes and to help the scientific community and drug discovery research 

 
 
Review 1: Approximately 50 grammatical and articulation errors are found, along with some typos. 
Kindly correct it.  
 
Review 2: Good Analysis; however, poor representation even the text is not justified format.  
 
Review 3: In the sentence cytology under USG guidance, Write the full form of the abbreviated word 
USG. 
 
Review 4: Is breast filariasis a rare disease? Give some disease statistics based on targeted regions at 
the start of the introduction.  
 
Review 5: Have the targeted drugs/medications previously been used for the same or another similar 
type of patient? If yes, kindly reference those cases or mention their statistics. 
 
Review 6: I know that there is limited literature on the mentioned disease; however, Mention/cite some 
similar cases to increase the worth of your analysis. Compare your analysis with them to show your 
findings or deviate from the analysis. 
 
Review 7: You can add a little more detail about the test machine or chemicals and the clinician's 
experience. 
 
Review 8: Is there any alternative treatment? Why is this one targeted?  
 
Review 9: This comment is beyond the study, but it is in mind to follow the patient for longer for better 
outcomes and to help the scientific community and research for drug discovery. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
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