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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 manuscript provides valuable insight into the rare presentation of choroidal melanoma in a young adult, a demographic where this malignancy is infrequently diagnosed and often mimics benign inflammatory conditions. By emphasizing the diagnostic challenges of masquerade syndromes and demonstrating the pivotal role of multimodal imaging in differentiating intraocular tumors, it contributes meaningful clinical and educational value to ophthalmic oncology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Consider adding the specifics on why it is an atypical choroidal melanoma, for example, “Young adults choroidal melanoma: A case report and literature review”
	

	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.


	Need more content and a structured paragraph. Start with introduction of the case, and continue with brief exposition about the case. See other example of published case reports for reference.
Final sentence of “will be very useful in diagnosing…” should be replaced with sentences on what this case uniquely contributes

Grammar and flow issues such as “It is a very rare tumor, especially in young people”, you can refine it into “It is a rare condition in young adults, where diagnosis are often delayed due to its atypical presentation”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction:

· Too brief and lacks updated context or epidemiological framing. Current updates on the disease, including the disease burden (epidemiological data) and an explanation of what makes this case unique, should be added, especially regarding age-related biological differences in uveal melanoma
· The last line could better outline the objective of the case report—for instance, to highlight diagnostic pitfalls or management decisions.
Case presentation:
· Needs improved structure and readability (Presentation > examinations > imaging & other supportive exam > diagnosis > management > outcome). 
· The spontaneous expulsion of the silicone ball is an interesting postoperative complication but is not discussed or referenced later, consider to give more info regarding this complication.
Some important missing details for this case report 
· Duration of symptoms before presentation.

· Systemic evaluation results (e.g., liver function tests or metastasis screening) are summarized in a table or a brief paragraph.

· Histopathology report could include cell morphology and immunohistochemistry in a more academic format, rather than going straight to diagnosis. A histopathological picture would be great.

Discussion:

·  Integrate your findings along with analytical depth. Currently, the authors only summarize known facts but did not integrate the relevance of the presented case findings

· Some redundancy: treatment modalities repeated (“enucleation still has its place…” appears twice).
· Consider adding discussion regarding the masquerade aspect (uveitis-like presentation) and young age, which are the main atypical features.
· Consider adding comparison with other masquerading cases in young adults
Conclusion: Too generic, focus on take home messages that could be learnt from your case

Figure and tables:

· Figure captions are excessively long and contain redundant detail. Consider making it more concise
· Ensure figure panels are labeled clearly (A, B, etc.) and correspond precisely to legends.
Overall: Grammar and flow refinement are required
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and up to date
	

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


	Need refinement
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires significant revision. Interesting case, but need improvement in writing and information provided for a case-report
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None
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