Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRS_133139

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Pediatric animal facial bite: consequences and management- Case Report

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	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.


	The case report is well-structured, clinically relevant, and provides a clear description of the management of a rare and complex pediatric facial trauma (bite).


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly states the focus of the case report but could be more specific regarding the rarity of the case (e.g., involvement of Stenson’s duct repair due to a wolf bite).

	

	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 abstract effectively summarizes the case and its management but lacks a statement on the broader implications for clinical practice. For the journal readers, please consider explicitly mentioning the rarity of wolf bites in pediatric cases and how this case contributes to existing literature!


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction section: The modified MCFONTZL classification is mentioned but should be introduced with a brief explanation before being cited. For readers consider including a sentence on how this report will add to the understanding or management of complex pediatric facial bites.

Case presentation: The case presentation would benefit from a more detailed discussion on the rationale behind specific interventions, particularly about the disruption of Stenson’s duct. Consider discussing potential postoperative complications and how they were mitigated in more depth.

Follow-up: The report states that "cosmetic, anatomical, and functional aspects have been successfully restored," but objective assessments (e.g., standardized functional outcome measures) could add more scientific rigor.  Follow-up duration is not explicitly stated, mentioning a specific timeline for follow-up and any long-term surveillance plan would strengthen this section. For readers, if possible, including patient-reported outcomes or parental feedback would strengthen the discussion.

Discussion: The manuscript would benefit from a comparison with similar cases (if available) and an analysis of why this case is unique! The mention of "primary closure as the preferred approach" is valuable, but further discussion on when other techniques (e.g., delayed closure, local flaps) might be preferable would add depth. Limitations of the case should be briefly acknowledged, such as the single-case nature and lack of long-term functional assessment!

Conclusion: For the journal readers please state the learning points from this case. Including a recommendation for clinicians dealing with similar cases would enhance practical applicability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Ensure consistency in citation formatting and verify that all cited references are up-to-date and correctly formatted.

Some references (e.g., the modified MCFONTZL classification) may need more context or explanation within the text.


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Dear Authors, thank you for submitting your manuscript for review. I appreciate the effort and detailed approach taken to present this unique case. Your case report offers valuable insights into the management of pediatric facial animal bites, particularly in the context of Stenson’s duct disruption. Please review my comments and suggestions for improving the manuscript before publication.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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