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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 manuscript highlights a useful clinical scenario where a benign condition mimics malignancy, which is important for practicing clinicians. It reinforces the role of histopathology in confirming diagnosis and avoiding unnecessary aggressive management. However, the scientific contribution is mainly descriptive, and the discussion could be strengthened with better clinical insights and interpretation. With revision, it can be a valuable educational case report.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate but can be improved for clarity and impact.
Suggested title:
“Adult Adenoid Hypertrophy Mimicking a Nasopharyngeal Mass: A Diagnostic Challenge”
	

	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 adequate but somewhat lengthy and repetitive.
Suggestions:
Make it more concise
Reduce background sentences
Emphasize the key message: benign condition mimicking malignancy
Strengthen the concluding sentence with a clear clinical takeaway
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable, and the diagnosis is well supported by histopathology.
However, the following issues need attention:
The discussion is largely descriptive and lacks critical analysis
The uniqueness of this case compared to existing literature is not clearly highlighted
Imaging findings are not adequately described
Clinical decision-making and management approach are not sufficiently discussed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are acceptable but not optimal.
Suggestions:
Include more recent studies (last 5 years)
Add references related to adult prevalence and diagnostic approaches
Ensure consistency in citation formatting
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language quality needs improvement.
Issues include:
Grammatical errors
Repetitive wording
Poor sentence structure in some sections
Professional editing is recommended before acceptance.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
Figure legends are too basic and should be more descriptive
Include a short section on patient management and follow-up
Discussion can be improved by structuring differential diagnoses clearly
Minor formatting issues present (spacing, punctuation, measurements)
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	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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