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	Manuscript Title: Beyond the Pelvis: Atypical Presentations of Prostate Cancer Mimicking Neurological and Head–Neck Pathologies—Largest Case Series from India

Thank you for the opportunity to review this manuscript. I commend the authors for presenting a valuable and rare case series focusing on atypical metastatic presentations of prostate cancer in an Indian population. The topic is both relevant and underreported. However, I believe that several issues need to be addressed before the article can be considered for publication. Please see my detailed comments and revision requests below:

1. Language and Clarity

•
The manuscript contains multiple grammatical and syntactic errors, which affect the clarity and readability. The authors should seek professional English editing to improve language consistency, flow, and scientific tone throughout the manuscript.

•
Medical terminology should be used consistently and sentences should be restructured for better coherence, especially in the abstract and case presentations.

2. Methodology and Case Selection

•
The retrospective nature of the study is stated, but there is no information regarding ethical approval or patient consent. The authors must clarify whether ethics committee approval was obtained and whether patient consent was secured.

•
Criteria for case selection need to be clearly outlined. How were cases identified and what were the inclusion/exclusion criteria? Please specify the total number of patients screened during the study period and how these five cases were selected.

•
It would be beneficial to present key demographic and clinical data for all cases in a summary table for clarity.

3. Figures and Figure Legends

•
Figure legends are currently insufficient and, in some cases, unclear. Each figure should be accompanied by a detailed legend explaining the clinical and radiological findings.

•
The images require higher resolution, and the use of arrows, labels, and scale bars should be standardized for all figures.

•
Ensure that all figures are properly numbered and referenced consistently in the text.

4. Discussion and Comparison with Literature

•
The discussion section should provide a more in-depth comparison of the presented cases with existing literature. Highlight similarities and differences with previously reported cases or series, including both Indian and international data.

•
The significance of this case series in the Indian context should be more explicitly stated.

5. Ethical and Methodological Transparency

•
The manuscript mentions the use of the Perplexcity tool but lacks detail about its specific role in the study. Please clarify how this tool was employed and ensure full disclosure in line with journal ethical standards.

6. References and Citations

•
There are minor inconsistencies in reference formatting. Please revise the reference list and in-text citations to strictly adhere to the journal’s guidelines.

7. Conclusion and Clinical Implications

•
The conclusion should be more concise, directly emphasizing the main clinical message and the implications for practice.

________________________________________

Summary and Recommendation: This manuscript addresses an important and rare clinical phenomenon and has the potential to contribute meaningfully to the literature. However, major revisions are required regarding language, methodology, ethical transparency, and figure presentation. I recommend the authors address the above points and resubmit the revised manuscript for further consideration.
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