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	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.


	This case report provides valuable insight into a rare metastatic manifestation of oesophageal squamous cell carcinoma involving the adrenal gland. Such cases are infrequently reported, and detailed documentation helps expand clinicians’ understanding of atypical metastatic patterns in oesophageal cancer. The manuscript reinforces the importance of comprehensive metastatic workup, accurate histopathological confirmation, and individualized surgical decision-making. It contributes to the limited global literature and may assist in refining diagnostic and management algorithms for rare metastatic presentations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise, informative, and appropriate for 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.


	Overall, the abstract is comprehensive but slightly wordy and should not exceed 200–250 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-researched, and supported by relevant literature. The diagnosis is confirmed by histopathology and immunohistochemistry, and the discussion appropriately references comparable cases and current therapeutic approaches.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant, including studies from 2023–2025. They cover both historical and current perspectives on adrenal metastasis and OSCC management.
	

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


	The English is understandable and mostly suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Summary of My Comments

1. Title and Abstract

· Condense the abstract to around 200 words.

· Add subheadings: Background, Case Summary, Conclusion.

· Delete “Modified Ryan Tumor Regression score = 2” unless explained.

· Add a final sentence emphasizing the significance of histopathological confirmation for diagnosis and management.

2. Introduction

· Improve paragraph transitions and remove repetition.

· Start with global incidence and mortality, then describe metastatic profile, and end with the rationale for presenting this case.

· Correct inconsistent citation style and reorder references numerically according to Vancouver style.

3. Case Presentation

· Shorten and simplify long sentences for better readability.

· Replace “guardians” with “patient” in the consent statement.

· Divide into sub-sections: Clinical presentation, Imaging, Pathology, Treatment, and Outcome.

· Mention postoperative outcome or follow-up status.

· Add figure references within the text (e.g., “see Figure 1”).

4. Discussion

· Remove repeated background material from the introduction.

· Reorganize into clear sections: (a) overview of adrenal metastasis in OSCC, (b) diagnostic approach (imaging + IHC), (c) management and prognosis, (d) learning points.

· Simplify and summarize references instead of listing many consecutively.

· Correct grammatical errors (e.g., “long with” → “along with”).

· Add a closing paragraph summarizing key learning points and novelty of the case.

5. Conclusion

· Rewrite as a short, case-focused summary.

· Relate directly to this patient and highlight clinical takeaway (importance of thorough staging 

6. References

· Recheck numbering sequence and align with in-text citations.

· Standardize formatting in full Vancouver style.

· Fix punctuation, spacing, and capitalization.

7. Figures and Legends

· Add explanatory notes emphasizing diagnostic value (e.g., p40 confirming squamous differentiation).

· Ensure image quality and anonymization before submission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

It should clearly state that written informed consent was obtained from the patient for publication of the clinical data and accompanying images.
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