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	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.


	In my opinion the article presents an important and not well-known topic in medical science of idiopathic scrotal calcinosis. The fact that only 85 publications as mentioned by the authors are there in literature on this subject in scientific databases is what makes it necessary to report such cases. The medical community and by association the scientific community will only gain from such dispersal of information. The points addressed by the authors on the diagnosis, histopathological findings and images provided, will aid other clinicians in managing and treating similar cases in their practice. The issue of coming to a proper conclusion on aetiology of the condition is key in coming up with solutions in managing this condition other than surgical approach.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate. 
	

	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 sufficient to give the reader basic information on what to expect further in the article. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it appears scientifically correct. The authors should have mentioned that they have written or explicit permission from the patients – in other words they failed to mention if they have informed the patient and obtained informed consent to publish this case. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient for a case report. However, it would have been more beneficial if the authors had included additional references (they said 85 published articles till date on this topic) to the person who may not be an expert on the subject or just a lay person to grasp the importance of the case.  
	

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


	Language appears good. There are some grammatical errors which can be corrected very easily during proof-reading stage. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	A good case to be reported for improving and aiding clinicians further in helping patients with similar condition. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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)
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