Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Surgery 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRS_134696

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Clinical Presentation of Choledochal Cysts in Adults:  A Report of Two Cases  

	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.


	Choledochal cyst is a rare pathology of the bile duct. The manuscript is of scientific relevance and it should rise concern about possible explanations for the development of a choledochal cyst, its diagnosis and the management.
	

	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.


	Adequate. (keyword should be hepatic’o’jejunostomy)
	

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

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

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


	Adequate
	

	Optional/General comments


	The case and the condition are well presented. A few tweaks are needed.
-In the introduction part, kindly give a crisp demographic view of its incidence in different parts of the world as a whole with proper citation. Also you mentioned “adulthood”. Kindly mention if there is any specific age group beyond which it is found to be more common and cite relevant literature if any.

-In case 1, you have not mentioned any other characteristics of pain. Also, there is no mention of any USG findings. Was the patient, directly taken up for MRCP? Follow-up period is too short.

-In case 2, again you have not mentioned any other characteristics of pain. Also, kindly mention what other “significant abnormalities” are you referring to?

-In the discussion and reference, kindly give the citation of “Todani et al”. Also, where is reference #33 that you mentioned.

-Kindly give the reference for “Kusunoki et al.” that you mentioned in the etiopathogenesis section.

-Reference #10 is on robotic surgery. You mentioned it in the “open surgery” section under discussion.

-Kindly give the reference of “Woo et al.” that you mentioned in the “robotic surgery” section.

-There is contradiction in your mentioned citations and the reference links. Kindly see to it and correct those parts accordingly.
-Kindly enrich the “discussion” part by comparing with other reports present in the literature.

-Kindly give the citation for reference #12?
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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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