Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Case Reports in Surgery

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJCRS_145305

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	OCCULT CERVICAL CARCINOMA PRESENTING AS PSOAS ABSCESS- DIAGNOSTIC INSIGHTS

	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Optional/General comments


	Comments for the author of the case report entitled, “Occult Cervical Carcinoma Presenting as Psoas Abscess – Diagnostic Insights” are as follows –
General Comments
· Interesting and rare case, well-structured and clinically relevant.

· Figures and references support the report well.

· Needs condensation to avoid repetition and improve readability.

· Minor language and consistency edits required.

Specific Comments
1. Abstract – Too wordy, shorten and emphasize rarity, diagnostic challenge, and lesson.

2. Introduction – Good context, but clarify early that cervical carcinoma can mimic infection.

3. Case Presentation – Overly detailed, streamline imaging findings and focus on diagnostic turning points. Use subheadings for clarity.

4. Discussion – Strong, but could add a short comparison with previous cases and highlight the main clinical takeaway.

5. Conclusion – Make concise, stress rarity, need for broad differentials, and importance of timely diagnosis.

6. Style – Standardize terms (“psoas abscess”), remove redundancy, polish grammar.

Overall Recommendation
· Minor revisions: improve conciseness, reduce repetition, and highlight clinical insights more clearly.
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