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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.


	This case report discissedi regarding a rare presentation of Hydatidosis in intramuscular location and to be considered as differential diagnosis in these endemic regions.Clinical, Raiological and Histopathological findings are narrated.But it would have been more better if more further studies with similar findings are discussed here.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title of the article is suitable for the given findings.
	

	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 written more like a case description instead of being short and to the point. It does not have a clear structure. Important details like adjuvant therapy and follow-up plan are not mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript should clearly differentiate between E. granulosus (cystic echinococcosis) and E. multilocularis (alveolar echinococcosis), and highlight the diagnostic challenge of soft tissue hydatid cysts mimicking tumors. Clinical details need consistency, such as uniform swelling dimensions, inclusion of serology results, and clarification on whether preoperative albendazole was given. To discuss regarding  the significance of the pulmonary cyst and its follow-up plan. Histopathology images would be clearer and arrows or markers need to be  added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Şimşek et al  reference duplicated.Citation style is also inconsistent.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Palanki Surya Satyagopal, Nizams Institute Of Medical Sciences, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


