Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Medicine and Health 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRMH_143893

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Progressive Disseminated Histoplasmosis Presenting as Unmasking IRIS in a Patient With Advanced HIV Disease

	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.


	HIV remains one of the world’s most challenging health problems with a substantial global burden. This manuscript highlights a rare but clinically significant case of progressive disseminated histoplasmosis in advanced HIV disease. The findings stress the importance of early recognition and tailored management to improve outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, this title is clear and informative, but it could be slightly polished to better match the style most journals prefer for case reports:

"Progressive Disseminated Histoplasmosis as Unmasking IRIS in Advanced HIV: A Case Report"
	

	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.


	I’ve carefully reviewed your abstract. Overall, it provides useful background and a clinical snapshot, but for a case report, many journals expect the abstract to follow a structured format (Background, Case Presentation, Conclusion) or at least to clearly cover why the case matters. Right now, it’s a bit too descriptive of symptoms and misses some higher-level points.

Here are my suggestions:

Strengths

· Introduces IRIS and its diagnostic challenges.

· Mentions the rare manifestation (progressive disseminated histoplasmosis).

· Provides some clinical presentation details.

· States the main learning point (unmasking IRIS after ART).

Suggested Improvements

1. Background: Keep short—1–2 sentences about IRIS and its importance.

2. Case details: Include the most critical findings only (avoid too much vitals/lab detail in the abstract; keep that for the main text).

3. Intervention & outcome: Abstract should state how the case was managed (e.g., itraconazole, ART, seizure management) and the patient’s short-term outcome.

4. Conclusion/Importance: End with the clinical lesson: vigilance for fungal infections like histoplasmosis in HIV patients starting ART.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes — overall the manuscript is clinically plausible and valuable, but it is not fully complete in its current form. Below I list what is correct, the important scientific concerns, and concrete, citable recommendations to make the manuscript scientifically robust and acceptable to clinicians and reviewers.
Minor revisions are needed:

Improve flow and clarity (shorter, smoother sentences).

Summarize sentences and organize lab.

Provide a clearer explanation of concurrent treatments (e.g., ATT with antifungals).

Update and standardize references properly.

Conclusion: The manuscript is scientifically sound, but it would benefit from editing for clarity, conciseness, and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are a good starting point but would benefit from adding a few up-to-date clinical guidelines, systematic reviews, and case reports to strengthen the scientific foundation and ensure readers are aware of current management standards.
	

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


	The manuscript’s English is understandable but not fully polished for scholarly publication. Sentences are often long, grammar and capitalization are inconsistent, and some phrasing is awkward or overly narrative. The text would benefit from shorter, clearer sentences, consistent terminology, and a more formal academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a clinically important and rare case of disseminated histoplasmosis as unmasking IRIS in advanced HIV, which is valuable for clinicians.

The case is well-documented, but some sections could be streamlined for clarity (e.g., lab results, imaging findings).

Minor scientific and language improvements (e.g., justification of antifungal therapy, drug interactions, English editing) would strengthen the manuscript.

Adding a few recent guidelines, systematic reviews, or case reports as references would improve the scientific foundation.

Overall, the manuscript is publishable after minor revisions and careful editing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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