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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.
	The case report provided is well-structured, clinically appropriate, and broadly suitable for submission. However, some areas could be strengthened for an academic or journal-standard publication.
Example : The report frequently mentions the literature (e.g., “as seen in ”) but does not provide a numbered reference list.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is informative and relevant to the target audience, which is important for literature database searches
	

	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 fairly comprehensive and covers the key elements needed for a case report, including background, rarity, diagnostic challenge, prognosis, and the role of imaging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and meets the key standards for a choroidal melanoma case report according to peer-reviewed literature and guidelines.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Verify that at least half of the references are from the last 5 years for topical relevance, especially for therapy, imaging, and molecular markers. Good
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript is broadly suitable for scholarly communication, with clear, formal, and academic tone consistent with ophthalmology journal norms.
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