Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRS_138703

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	First psychotic episode revealing a spontaneous non-traumatic rupture of the spleen

	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 (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.


	Splenic trauma is one of the most common and most important surgical emergencies. Usually the need of early diagnosis and management is crucial as it is corner stone to prevent patient from progressing to haemorrhagic shock 
The importance of the splenic rupture is more crucial to be diagnosed especially if there is no sufficient evidences for trauma 

So the topic is important usually to discuss 
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	I think should be changed into 
A Spontaneous Non-Traumatic Rupture of The Spleen Revealed During unrelated  Acute Psychotic Episode Revealed

As we are not aware if it is the first or the second or a recurrent attack as the patient has a chronic schizophrenia SO I suggest correct it
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	Abstract is comprehensive to the point
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	The authors have gone through the medical issues and causes for splenic rupture
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