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	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.


	This study shows the case of cystic hygroma which is rare, and the usual cause which is anomalies. It will add to the data available on the subject matter. However, it is limited by absence of genetic testing or histology which makes it quite difficult to get a conclusion from this. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic did not put into cognisance that this lady had a spontaneous miscarriage. This is just a case report. No need to add “literature review” because literature review was not really done in this manuscript.
I will prefer 

Cystic hygroma in early pregnancy with spontaneous miscarriage: 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.


	The summary of the case presentation is wrong in the abstract.
“admitted for metrorrhagia and abdominal pain at 10 weeks of gestation.” You can’t admit someone for intermenstrual bleeding when they are 10weeks pregnant. I’d rather you say “admitted for vaginal bleeding and lower abdominal pain at 10weeks gestation”.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. More details needed in the case presentation like more details about the scan findings
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Out of the 17 references, only 2 were in the last 10 years. There are so many publications on  this exact case in the last 2-3 years. There are a lot on google scholar Eg
Wang MJ, Bazan M, Hsieh T, Mita C, Ferrés MA, Oyelese Y. Perinatal Outcomes of Cystic Hygroma: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis: Running Head: Systematic Review of Cystic Hygroma Outcomes. American Journal of Obstetrics & Gynecology MFM. 2025 May 17:101704.

2. The author needs to discuss about the consanguinity in the discussion, and add a reference that links consguinity with congenital anomalies.
3. If it’s a case report, you should reduce the no of references to 10-13 recent word and most of them should be in the last 5 years and not more than 10 years.


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The term “metrorrhagia” used in this report is an old term and no longer used in present Gynaecology. Its now called “Intermenstrual bleeding’
Avoid starting your sentences with “No”. For example you said “ No additional malformations were observed at that time.” No genetic or cytogenetic testing could be performed”
Change “spontaneous abortion” to “spontaneous miscarriage”

The description of the Figure 3 does not fully show what is in the image. The fetus has generalized edema- add that. You need to add more details from the scan in your case presentation. Is the gestational age from the scan 10wks?, Is there fluid noted in any other body compartment to suggest fetal hydrops? 
Your discussion should also put into consideration that you noted generalized edema of the baby, a possible hydrops.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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