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	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 is important because it expands the extremely limited global literature on primary adrenal leiomyosarcoma, particularly cases with such extensive multivisceral invasion. By documenting the diagnostic complexity and demonstrating that radical en‑bloc resection can still achieve clear margins, it offers practical guidance for clinicians facing similarly aggressive adrenal tumours. It also reinforces the value of multidisciplinary decision‑making in rare retroperitoneal sarcomas. Each additional well‑documented case like this helps refine future management strategies for a malignancy with no established treatment pathway.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is slightly long and could be made more impactful
Primary Adrenal Leiomyosarcoma with Extensive Multivisceral Invasion: A Rare Case and Surgical Insights
	

	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 would benefit from a brief line acknowledging the diagnostic uncertainty or difficulty, since this is a key challenge with PAL.

A short mention of the patient’s early postoperative outcome or six‑month disease‑free status would give readers a clearer sense of prognosis.

You could emphasise the rarity of simultaneous pancreatic and gastric invasion to highlight why this case is noteworthy.

The conclusion could be slightly strengthened by noting how this case adds to the very limited evidence base and may help guide future management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically accurate and aligns well with current knowledge on adrenal leiomyosarcoma and retroperitoneal sarcoma management. The clinical presentation, imaging interpretation, pathology, and treatment principles are all consistent with established literature. The discussion correctly reflects the rarity of PAL and the reliance on extrapolated sarcoma guidelines. Overall, the science is sound and appropriately framed for a rare case report
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Could strengthen the manuscript by adding a few more recent or complementary references, particularly on:
Updated adrenal mass evaluation guidelines (e.g., 2023 ESE/ENSAT guidelines).
Any newer case reports of PAL with multivisceral invasion published in the last 5–7 years
	

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


	Yes — the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and written in an appropriate academic tone.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no obvious ethical concerns in this manuscript. 

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Nil
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no indication of plagiarism in the manuscript
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