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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments

This case report presents a rare and well-documented case of a hydatid cyst located in the pouch of Douglas, an uncommon presentation of echinococcosis. The case is clearly described, and the inclusion of imaging and intraoperative photographs enhances understanding. The literature review is extensive, offering both historical and current perspectives. However, the manuscript suffers from numerous grammatical and structural issues, redundancy, and a lack of clarity in places. The scientific merit is sound, but the quality of language and organization needs substantial revision to meet publication standards.

Major Comments

1. Language and Grammar:
   - The manuscript requires extensive language editing. There are frequent grammatical errors, incorrect tense usage, and awkward phrasing that hinder readability.

2. Structure and Flow:
   - The Discussion is disproportionately long and repetitive. It should be streamlined.

3. Case Presentation Clarity:
   - The patient history and clinical course could benefit from better structuring.

4. Literature Review Integration:
   - The extensive details may be better presented as a table or reduced.

5. References:
   - Citation formatting is inconsistent and should follow a standard style, preferably Vancouver.

Minor Comments

1. Abstract:
   - Needs grammatical refinement for clarity and flow.

2. Images:
   - Ensure all images are properly captioned and referenced in the text.

3. Conclusion:
   - Could be enhanced with a clinical implication or awareness message.

4. Terminology:
   - Define technical terms clearly for broader readability.

Recommendations

Revise and Resubmit with Major Revisions:
The case is compelling and educational, but the manuscript requires substantial editing. Focus areas include:
- Language polish (preferably by a native English speaker or professional editor)
- Reducing redundancy in the discussion
- Tightening the structure
- Standardizing references and citation style
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