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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 is important as it highlights a rare presentation of GIST in the anal canal, which is not often seen in clinical practice. It adds useful information to the limited literature available and may help guide diagnosis and treatment in similar cases. Sharing such rare experiences can be valuable for both surgeons and researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Rare Location of a GIST in the anal canal: A case report and literature review," is clear and informative. However, a slightly refined version like "Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumor of the Anal Canal: A Rare Case Report and Literature Review" would sound more polished and better suited to academic writing.
	

	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 needs to follow a clear structure with distinct sections: Introduction, Case Presentation, and Conclusion. Please include more detailed information such as the diagnostic techniques used, the type of surgery performed, and the results of any immunohistochemistry tests. Also, it would be helpful to add a brief statement—one or two lines—highlighting the clinical importance of the case at the end.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited are adequate and include recent literature; however, they require consistent formatting.
	

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


	The overall quality of the language is appropriate; however, it is recommended to maintain consistency in verb tense—using the past tense for the case description and the present tense for the general discussion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Use full forms in the keywords.

2. Correct minor spelling issues (e.g., "INTRODCUTION" ➝ "INTRODUCTION").

3. Rewrite the first few lines of the introduction to improve clarity.

4. Avoid repetition of background from the abstract.
5. The case presentation section should follow a systematic and structured format, detailing the patient's demographic profile, relevant medical and surgical history, presenting complaints, diagnostic workup, and treatment approach. This should be followed by information regarding postoperative follow-up, including any recurrence or complications observed during the recovery period.

6. Add a small paragraph comparing your case with similar published ones (outcome/surgery type/diagnosis challenges) in the discussion section. 

7. Revise the conclusion to present a concise summary of the case with a clear clinical recommendation based on the findings.
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