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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 manuscript is important for the scientific and clinical community because it highlights an uncommon yet clinically significant presentation of Kaposi’s sarcoma in an HIV-positive patient, emphasizing the need for early recognition in resource-limited settings. By documenting the successful integration of cryotherapy with standard HIV management, the case provides valuable evidence supporting a practical, cost-effective, and minimally invasive therapeutic approach. It also contributes to the limited literature on alternative local treatments for Kaposi’s sarcoma, especially in patients where systemic therapies may pose challenges. Overall, the report enhances clinical understanding and may guide practitioners toward optimized, individualized care for similar patients.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title conveys the main idea, but it can be improved for clarity, consistency, and scientific style. The phrasing should be smoother, more specific, and follow standard case-report title conventions. Here is the suggested title:
Kaposi’s Sarcoma in an HIV-Positive Patient: Integrating Cryotherapy and HIV Management-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.


	Overall Assessment
The abstract is informative and gives a good background, but it currently lacks several key elements expected in a case report abstract. While the introduction/background is thorough, the case details, intervention, and outcome are not described. As a result, the abstract feels more like a mini-review than a true case report summary.

To make the abstract comprehensive and suitable for publication, I recommend:

1. Add essential case details
Include:

· Patient age

· Clinical presentation (brief)

· Site and characteristics of Kaposi’s lesions

· Diagnostic confirmation (e.g., biopsy)

· HIV status (CD4 count, viral load if available)

2. Add a clear description of the intervention
Briefly state:

· Cryotherapy procedure details (number of sessions, area treated)

· HIV management (e.g., initiation of ART)

3. Add patient outcome
This is critical for a case report:

· Clinical improvement/regression

· Tolerance to treatment

· Follow-up duration

· Functional or cosmetic outcome

4. Remove or minimize repeated background information
There is some redundancy:

· “reducing immunosuppression has proven effective…”
This is already stated earlier.

Instead, use that space for actual case findings.

5. Improve keyword selection
Keywords like “Virus” and “Sarcoma” are too broad.
Suggested keywords: Kaposi’s sarcoma, HIV, Cryotherapy, HHV-8, Case report

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript appears scientifically correct in its core concepts, particularly regarding the association between Kaposi’s sarcoma and HHV-8, its increased incidence in immunosuppressed HIV-positive patients, and the role of antiretroviral therapy in controlling disease progression. The description of cryotherapy as an effective local treatment for cutaneous lesions is also scientifically valid and consistent with current clinical practice. However, the scientific strength of the manuscript ultimately depends on accurate case details, clear diagnostic confirmation, and properly referenced statements. Ensuring that all clinical claims are supported by appropriate citations, and that the case description includes objective findings (CD4 count, viral load, biopsy results, treatment response), will enhance its scientific reliability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To strengthen the reference section and ensure it reflects current scientific evidence, I recommend the following:
Remove duplicate references, as they inflate the list without adding new information.
Consider adding more recent global guidelines and literature, such as:
· WHO Guidelines for HIV/AIDS and Kaposi’s Sarcoma (latest edition)

	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable, but they do not yet meet the standards required for scholarly communication. Several sentences show issues with grammar, clarity, punctuation, and flow. Some sections read more like translated text, with awkward phrasing and inconsistent verb tenses.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Manuscript does not appear to have any major ethical issues
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