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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.
	This case report presents a rare and diagnostically challenging condition — peritoneal tuberculosis mimicking peritoneal carcinomatosis in a patient with prostate adenocarcinoma. Such a presentation is uncommon and may easily lead to misdiagnosis, unnecessary invasive interventions, and delayed initiation of antitubercular therapy. The report emphasizes the crucial role of laparoscopy and histopathology in establishing the correct diagnosis, especially in tuberculosis-endemic regions. The manuscript contributes valuable clinical insight to the differential diagnosis of peritoneal lesions in oncology patients, which is relevant for both surgeons and pathologists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.The title is concise, accurate, and reflects the key clinical message.
	

	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 clear and well-structured.
It successfully summarizes the background, case details, diagnosis, management, and conclusion.
Minor suggestion:
You may include the patient’s outcome or follow-up briefly at the end to enhance completeness (e.g., clinical improvement after anti-TB therapy).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-documented, and consistent with current. The discussion is coherent and highlights relevant pathophysiological and diagnostic aspects. The clinical course, diagnostic reasoning, and management are logically presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent (2020–2025) and relevant, covering similar reported cases and reviews on peritoneal tuberculosis and prostate carcinoma.
You might consider adding one or two radiological or laparoscopy-focused references discussing imaging differentiation between TB and carcinomatosis.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is clear, professional, and suitable for publication. Only minor stylistic editing could further improve fluency, but overall readability is excellent.
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	Optional/General comments
	This is a well-written and educational case report. It adds practical diagnostic insight by stressing the importance of histopathological confirmation before assuming metastatic disease in cancer patients with peritoneal lesions, particularly in TB-endemic areas. Figures are clear and appropriately labeled. The structure and flow meet journal standards.
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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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