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	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 is important for the scientific community because it highlights a rare presentation of chronic mastoiditis in a pediatric patient—mastoid sclerosis with subtotal tympanic membrane perforation—which represents a delayed stage of the disease. It also emphasizes the critical nature of preoperative optimization for patients presenting with confounding issues like hypokalemia and ECG changes, which can pose significant anesthetic challenges. Finally, the manuscript stresses the value of a multidisciplinary approach, specifically underscoring the vital role of the clinical pharmacist in ensuring perioperative safety, medication optimization, and electrolyte correction. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "AN OVERLOOKED CASE OF PEDIATRIC CHRONIC MASTOIDITIS PRESENTING WITH SUBTOTAL PERFORATION: A CASE REPORT", is suitable. It clearly and concisely identifies the patient population, the main condition, the key presentation finding, and the article type. 
	

	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 comprehensive. It covers the rarity of chronic mastoiditis in children, the patient's age and condition (chronic suppurative otitis media, mastoid sclerosis, and subtotal tympanic membrane perforation), key diagnostic findings (mild hearing loss, mastoid sclerosis), a mention of the anesthetic challenge (hypokalemia and ECG changes), the procedure performed (right cortical mastoidectomy with tympanoplasty), and the paper's key takeaways (timely diagnosis, multidisciplinary care, and the pharmacist's role). No additions or deletions are suggested. 
 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It details the clinical presentation (persistent ear discharge), examination findings (subtotal tympanic membrane perforation with mastoid tenderness), laboratory results (mild leukocytosis, hypokalemia, mildly elevated chloride and ALP), imaging results (sclerosis of the right mastoid air cells and chronic mastoiditis), and surgical procedure (right cortical mastoidectomy with tympanoplasty) in a logical and established manner. The discussion relates the findings to existing medical literature, such as the rarity of this presentation in children and the importance of addressing perioperative risks. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The text includes numbered citations in the Introduction and Discussion sections, which suggests that the references are present in the full manuscript. The included reference list shows a mix of texts, from older landmark studies to more recent reviews (e.g., from 1991 to 2019/2021). The references appear sufficient to support the claims, covering topics like otitis media epidemiology, anesthesia and electrolyte disorders, tympanoplasty outcomes, and the pharmacist's role. 
 
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, direct, and uses appropriate medical terminology. 
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