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	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.


	The paper discusses an important but under-recognized condition—paraneoplastic uveitis—which has significant implications for early cancer detection. Clinical cases provide real-world examples of how ocular symptoms can be linked to underlying malignancies, strengthening the clinical relevance.
	

	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.


	Yes, but can avoid lengthy description on diagnosis and management. Suggest to make the abstract more concise. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	The paper contains several grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and missing prepositions that affect readability. Suggest to use proof-reading assistance to improve the article
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper would benefit from clinical images, such as OCT scans, fluorescein angiography findings, or fundus photographs from the cases. 

The paper briefly mentions molecular mimicry but does not explain the immune mechanisms in depth. Further elaboration on anti-retinal autoantibodies and immune pathways would strengthen the discussion.

The paper is clinically significant and well-structured but requires language refinement, improved clarity, and additional visual aids to enhance its impact.

Consider proofreading for grammatical errors, simplifying complex sentences, and adding a summary table and images for better engagement.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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