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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 article addresses a common and important problem in nephrology: secondary hyperparathyroidism (SHPT) in patients with chronic kidney disease (CKD), which is very useful for clinical practice.

o The three clinical cases are diverse (medical treatment, surgery, bone complications), which provides a good illustration of the different stages and possible management options.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Parathyroidectomy versus Medical Therapy for Hyperparathyroidism in CKD: A Case Series Analysis
	

	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.


	Yes, This case series highlights different management approaches for hyperparathyroidism in chronic kidney disease.Early-stage cases may respond to medical therapy, while advanced or refractory forms often require surgical intervention.Each case underscores the importance of timely diagnosis, individualized treatment, and multidisciplinary follow-up.
Stage-specific management is key to optimizing clinical outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are mostly recent and relevant, there are a few key omissions. It is strongly recommended to cite the official KDIGO 2017 (or latest) CKD-MBD guidelines directly. The EVOLVE trial on Cinacalcet should also be included, given the focus on medical therapy.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a good command of medical content; however, the English language requires moderate revision to meet scholarly standards. Improvements are needed in grammar, punctuation, sentence structure, and academic tone.
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