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	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.


	This case report presents a well-documented and rare instance of a pure mature cystic sacrococcygeal teratoma Type III in a neonate. The clinical details, imaging, surgical management, and postoperative course are clearly outlined, and the discussion is well-supported by recent literature. The manuscript highlights the importance of timely diagnosis and surgical intervention and underscores the need for long-term surveillance due to recurrence risk. It also contributes valuable insight into postoperative urological sequelae such as neurogenic bladder. This report is an important addition to the pediatric surgical literature, especially for institutions with developing pediatric surgery services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the case report.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive but can be improved by refining sentence structure for better clarity and flow. Consider shortening long sentences and avoiding redundancy. For example, the sentence on the postoperative complication can be simplified.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The clinical and pathological findings are clearly described, and management aligns with current practice standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are sufficient and up to date. They include key publications from the last two decades relevant to the topic. No additional references are needed.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate revision for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency. Editing by a fluent English speaker or language editor is recommended to enhance clarity and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider improving figure placement and formatting (especially captions), and revising certain subjective phrases (e.g., “thriving well”) to more objective clinical language.
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