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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 presents a rare and clinically significant case of multifocal high-grade urothelial carcinoma arising within a giant bladder diverticulum. Intradiverticular bladder tumors are uncommon and pose unique diagnostic and therapeutic challenges due to the absence of muscularis propria. The case contributes valuable clinical insight by highlighting the possibility of aggressive malignancy even in the absence of hematuria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate.
	

	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.


	Yes.The abstract is generally comprehensive. Minor improvements are suggested, including:
· Correction of minor grammatical issues

· More explicit mention of the histopathological diagnosis (high-grade invasive urothelial carcinoma) in the Case Presentation section.
Overall, the abstract is acceptable with minor language polishing.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant, appropriate, and include several recent and high-quality sources.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but contains numerous grammatical errors, spelling mistakes, and inconsistencies in medical terminology. Examples include repeated typographical errors, incorrect pluralization, and inconsistent tense usage. A thorough professional English language editing is strongly recommended prior to publication to improve clarity and readability.
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