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	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.


	The manuscript does not explain the significance of the case. Though skeletal metastases are uncommon, they have been reported with a prevalence of up to 8%. The authors should provide details regarding why this case adds to existing knowledge.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the title ‘squamous cell carcinoma of clavicle secondary to cervical cancer’ can cause confusion if this could be primary cancer of the clavicle. The title should clearly state that it is a metastatic lesion to clavicle.
	

	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 again highlights the rarity and does not provide any other details regarding why this case is significant or what are the learning points for a practicing physician. There is no need for a separate conclusion section in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The case presentation lacks clarity and is not streamlined. Important details, such as findings from follow-up imaging prior to the most recent PET scan, are not provided. The authors note that the postoperative PET scan demonstrated persistent hypermetabolic activity in the left clavicular region, but no clear explanation is provided about this finding. Additionally, the quality of the PET scan images is suboptimal.
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