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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 presented case is about muscle hernias in the limbs that can be misdiagnosed as tumors, lipomas, or varicosities, leading to unnecessary investigations and delayed appropriate management. So this manuscript provides surgeons with insights into the characteristics of anterior compartment muscle herniation, particularly the dynamic nature of symptoms (protrusion of the muscle while standing), and finally the critical utility of dynamic ultrasonography in confirming the diagnosis and the surgical decision-making process.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally well written and attractive, it emphasizes the purpose of the article.
	

	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.

	It is comprehensible and well structured, follows the standardized format.
No need for any refinement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well written, but needs detail additions for some missing elements. (NB: Detailed remarks are in the comment section)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references for this kind of article is sufficient; however, they are not all recent,I checked for the latest mentioned one and it was published in 2012. Consider adding at least one reference published in the last 5 years. 
One major concern is there was NO in-text citations???
	

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

	Yes, the language is understandable and suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Introduction: lacks epidemiological background, try to expand at least with one or two sentences
Case report: several comments and suggestions,
- I found no mention for occupation, daily activity assessment(low, mid or high), or if is there sedentary lifestyle!?
- Add patient's weight.
- Add medical comorbidities, especially family history( concern for any connective tissue or metabolic abnormalities). No mention if the hernia is acquired or congenital!!?
-In Investigation section, adding fascial defect size from the dynamic ultrasonography is crucial, and consider adding it in figure legend 2 as well.
-Management section: “a longitudinal incision was made over the swelling…”  add anatomical description and the underlying protruding muscle that you found intraoperatively.
- “The herniated muscle was reduced…” here, add a brief description of the muscle reduction technique
- “and the wound was closed in layers...”  any drain was placed ?
- The postoperative discharge date was not mentioned!! 
- “The patient was advised limb elevation and gradual return to activity…” for how many days? No mention of physical therapy/physiotherapy prescription, or the return to work timeline! 
*Consider adding all these details
Figures: extend the legend and add the focal defect size details 

Discussion: slightly short, a lot of redundancy. Add etiologies and causative factors in the first paragraph 
No in-text citation is a major error
No mention of informed consent obtained!!!
No mention of risk factors for both the condition and the recurrence rate!
3rd paragraph redundant, same information as the two first ones! Consider revision!
- From what size can we speak about a small, medium, or large defect? Add detail size classification here!
- Give a more detailed literature review and provide more critical analysis of treatment decision-making
Conclusion: too unclear, lacks the depth and specificity expected of the case, try to add the limitations for future consideration.
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	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 details)
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