Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_139236

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	SQUAMOUS CELL CARCINOMA OF THE CLAVICLE SECONDARY TO A CERVICAL CANCER: A CASE REPORT

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments
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	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 manuscript highlights a rare presentation of cervical cancer metastasizing to the clavicle, an unusual site for secondary lesions. Documenting such atypical cases contributes valuable data to the limited literature on bone metastases in cervical cancer, particularly in oligo-metastatic settings. It offers important insights into diagnostic imaging strategies, biopsy confirmation, and the decision-making process in multidisciplinary cancer care. This report may help guide clinicians in identifying and managing similar rare metastatic scenarios, ultimately enhancing patient-specific treatment planning and outcomes.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Squamous Cell Carcinoma of the Clavicle Secondary to a Cervical Cancer: A Case Report," is generally clear and conveys the central theme of the manuscript. However, it could be made more concise and scientifically polished for better readability and indexing.
	

	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 is mostly comprehensive but would benefit from better structure, clarity, and inclusion of key details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall, but there are a few areas where minor clarifications and refinements would strengthen.
Areas for Improvement:

1. Histopathology Terminology Consistency: The lesion is sometimes referred to as “poorly to moderately differentiated” and elsewhere as “moderately differentiated.” Use consistent histological terminology.

2. Biological Explanation: While the manuscript briefly touches on the pathophysiology of bone metastasis, it could benefit from clearer explanation or a schematic summarizing how cervical carcinoma cells reach the clavicle.

3. Therapeutic Justification: While the use of paclitaxel + carboplatin is standard, a brief justification (e.g., guideline-based or evidence-based reasoning) would improve clarity.

4. Typographical and grammatical corrections: Minor language edits would improve professionalism, such as avoiding duplicated figure captions (“B B A A”) and standardizing figure descriptions.


	

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

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable and conveys the intended clinical and scientific information. However, it would benefit from moderate to significant language editing to meet the standards of scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and clinically valuable case report that highlights an exceptionally rare presentation of cervical squamous cell carcinoma with isolated clavicular metastasis. The case is well-documented with relevant imaging, histopathological confirmation, and multidisciplinary treatment planning.
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