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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 article contributes to the scientific community by highlighting the diagnostic challenges posed by thyroid nodules and emphasizing the need for a multimodal evaluation strategy. Although imaging modalities and FNAC are widely used and can suggest benign pathology, this case shows that cytology may sometimes be inconclusive, particularly in heterogeneous or cystic lesions. By presenting the reasoning for surgical intervention despite benign preoperative results, the report stresses the importance of clinical judgment and personalized patient management
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is technically correct, but not specific enough for publication standards (my opinion). 
My suggestion:

Diagnostic and Surgical Approach of a Solitary Thyroid Nodule in a Young Female: 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.


	The abstract is generally clear and well-structured, and it conveys the core diagnostic pathway and the clinical significance of the case. It would benefit from the inclusion of brief thyroid function results, specification of the FNAC Bethesda category, the final postoperative histopathological diagnosis, and a clearer statement of the clinical rationale for surgery, thereby making the diagnostic pathway more robust. Additionally, a concise clinical takeaway should be added to emphasize the relevance of the case for practice, while non-essential geographical details may be removed to maintain scientific focus. Overall, these adjustments would enhance clarity, completeness, and publication suitability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It accurately describes the clinical presentation, diagnostic workup with TI-RADS and FNAC, surgical management, and the role of histopathology in confirming the diagnosis, but would benefit from adding final histopathology results to improve completeness and clarity. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For a stronger and more up-to-date evidence base, especially for publication, the reference list should ideally include more sources from the last 3–5 years (2020–2024). I recommend adding recent guidelines or review articles on TI-RADS, Bethesda cytology, and management of indeterminate thyroid nodules to improve relevance and scientific weight.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, understandable, and uses appropriate medical terminology. Overall, the English is appropriate for publication with light editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Reviewer’s comment

The manuscript presents a clear and clinically relevant case of a solitary thyroid nodule with indeterminate cytology. It effectively integrates clinical, imaging, and cytological findings, highlighting the importance of histopathology. Minor revisions, adding final histopathology, refining language, and updating recent references, would improve clarity and scholarly impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are apparent. 
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