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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 addresses an exceptionally rare clinical presentation of acrometastasis as the initial manifestation of an occult pulmonary squamous cell carcinoma in a patient with a prior history of papillary urothelial carcinoma. Such cases are scarcely reported and pose significant diagnostic challenges, particularly due to the risk of misattribution of metastatic origin. The report contributes valuable clinical, radiological, and immunohistochemical correlations that may improve early recognition and diagnostic accuracy. It also reinforces the importance of multidisciplinary assessment in patients presenting with atypical distal bone lesions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, specific, and accurately reflects the clinical content of the manuscript. It clearly identifies the rarity and diagnostic relevance of the case.
Optional suggestion (not mandatory):
“Acrometastasis of the Finger Revealing Occult Pulmonary Squamous Cell Carcinoma in a Patient with Papillary Urothelial Carcinoma: A Rare 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 concise and generally comprehensive. It appropriately summarizes the rarity, diagnostic approach, and poor prognosis associated with acrometastases.
Minor suggestions:
· Specify the diagnostic modality used to confirm the pulmonary origin (immunohistochemistry markers) in one sentence.

· Consider briefly mentioning the clinical outcome to align with standard case-report abstract structures.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The clinical reasoning, diagnostic pathway, imaging findings, histopathological confirmation, and therapeutic decision-making are coherent and well supported by the literature. The discussion accurately contextualizes the case within existing epidemiological and pathophysiological data on acrometastases.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate, relevant, and sufficient for a rare case report. Classic and contemporary sources are well balanced. Most citations remain valid for this topic, given the rarity of the condition.
Optional suggestion:
A recent review (within the last 3–4 years) on skeletal metastases of lung cancer could be added if available, but this is not essential.


	

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


	Yes, the language is generally clear, professional, and appropriate for an international medical journal. Minor grammatical refinements and stylistic polishing may improve fluency, particularly in the discussion section, but no major language revision is required.

	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures are relevant and well described; however, ensuring uniform formatting and resolution would enhance visual clarity.
  The conclusion is concise and effectively reinforces the key learning points.

  The manuscript adheres to the structure expected for a case report and aligns with JAMMR editorial standards.

The manuscript is suitable for publication after minor editorial and language refinements
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