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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 case may draw particular attention from clinicians managing patients with progressive goiter and may encourage consideration of surgical intervention based not solely on the goiter’s toxicity profile. It also serves as an educational example for both clinicians and patients, highlighting that removal of a non-toxic goiter can act as a preventive measure against simple obstructive complications, such as downhill esophageal varices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 sufficiently comprehensive; however, it lacks a compelling highlight. It would be more engaging if the abstract emphasized the rarity of the case and explained it in a way that captures the readers’ interest.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Its diagnosis and management listed are consistent with current scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please revise the reference formatting to comply with the formal citation style required by the target journal (e.g., Vancouver or Harvard style). It is also recommended that the references be written in the same language used in the main body of the article.
	

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


	Yes, it is understandable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the manuscript is scientifically sound and generally well-written, it would benefit from the inclusion of additional clinical details. Specifically, it would be valuable to provide more information regarding the patient’s ongoing therapies—such as antidiabetic treatment, PTU or other antithyroid medications—and their relationship to the clinical presentation (e.g., aspirin therapy and the bleeding episode). Further clarification on whether antiplatelet therapy was adjusted or discontinued in consideration of comorbidities before and after the intervention would also strengthen the report. Additionally, details on follow-up outcomes, the control of comorbidities (particularly hypertension and its potential link to the bleeding), as well as relevant laboratory parameters (fT4, TSH, HbA1C), should be included. A clearer description of the conservative management approach, including the medications continued and their dosages, would greatly enhance the comprehensiveness and clinical applicability of the case presentation, allowing readers to better visualize the scenario in a real-world context.
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