Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRS_140700

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Papillary Thyroid Carcinoma with Toxic Multinodular Goiter: A case report and Literature Review

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	Thank you for the invitation to peer review this manuscript entitled “Papillary Thyroid Carcinoma with Toxic Multinodular Goiter: A Case Report and Literature Review.” Below are my detailed comments and recommendations:
This is an interesting and clinically relevant case report describing the rare coexistence of papillary thyroid carcinoma (PTC) within a toxic multinodular goiter (TMNG). This case underscores the importance of thorough preoperative evaluation in hyperthyroid patients, as carcinoma can coexist even with toxic multinodular goiter. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 overloaded with details that do not directly. For example, reporting that bilateral vocal cord mobility was normal is a standard postoperative observation and does not add value to the abstract. Such details are better suited for the case presentation section rather than the abstract.

A well-structured abstract should focus on:

Clinical presentation 

Diagnostic challenges

Novelty of the case 

Clinical implications

I suggest removing less relevant details (like standard perioperative findings).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Importantly, the manuscript should explicitly highlight that thyroid cancer can have highly heterogeneous clinical presentations. This point would broaden the clinical message beyond just TMNG. I suggest the authors cite additional references that showcase different and atypical presentations of thyroid carcinoma. Here are my suggestion: 

https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.85980

https://doi.org/10.1097/MS9.0000000000001868

https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2025.1522968
	

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


	The manuscript needs comprehensive editorial revision to improve syntax, grammar, and flow. Several sentences are excessively long and could be split for better readability. Some abbreviations are not defined at first use, while others are used inconsistently. Please ensure consistent abbreviation usage throughout. There are also minor typographical errors (e.g., “wheather” → “whether”) that should be corrected.
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