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	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.


	Reviewer’s Comment:
The manuscript presents an interesting and rare case where exophthalmos served as the initial manifestation of a multiple myeloma relapse. The work is well-structured, and the descriptions of the imaging studies and pathophysiological analysis are clear and well-supported. The interdisciplinary approach, integrating clinical, diagnostic, and therapeutic aspects, is commendable. However, I suggest minor stylistic revisions and an update of the literature review to include more recent findings, which would further enhance the scientific value of the publication.


The manuscript provides a significant contribution to the literature, especially regarding the diagnostic challenges associated with rare manifestations of multiple myeloma relapse. The case described may inspire further clinical research and discussions on optimizing treatment strategies. Please address the suggestions regarding the inclusion of additional literature references and minor language corrections to improve the clarity of the text.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title Evaluation:
The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. As an alternative, consider: “Exophthalmos as a Manifestation of Multiple Myeloma Relapse – A Case Report and Literature Review” to emphasize the review aspect.


	

	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.


	Abstract Evaluation:
The abstract is generally comprehensive and includes key information about the case. It is recommended to briefly mention the diagnostic methods used (e.g., imaging results) to help the reader quickly understand the evaluation process.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific Accuracy:
The content of the manuscript is scientifically sound and based on robust medical evidence. The explanation of the pathomechanism of exophthalmos in the context of multiple myeloma is detailed and well-documented. A review of certain discussion sections to further emphasize the significance of the diagnostic methods is suggested.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References:
The references cited in the manuscript are adequate and cover the essential literature. It would be beneficial to include more recent publications (post-2018) to better contextualize the discussion in the light of current diagnostic and therapeutic trends.
	

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


	Language Quality:
The language used in the manuscript is clear and accessible. However, minor stylistic improvements are recommended to enhance the overall fluency and precision of the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	General Comments:
Overall, the publication makes a valuable contribution to the medical literature, particularly in recognizing rare signs of multiple myeloma relapse. Addressing the minor editorial suggestions and updating the literature review will further improve the quality of the manuscript.
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