Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JPRI_154934

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	SUCCESSFUL NON-OPERATIVE MANAGEMENT OF SPONTANEOUS SPLENIC RUPTURE WITH HEMOPERITONEUM IN PLASMODIUM VIVAX MALARIA: A CASE REPORT FROM CENTRAL INDIA

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	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 unusual but potentially fatal consequence of spontaneous splenic rupture linked to Plasmodium vivax malaria is better understood clinically thanks to this paper. In hemodynamically responsive patients, it emphasizes the viability and safety of non-operative management, stressing the significance of meticulous clinical monitoring and suitable imaging in directing treatment choices. The study supports the mounting evidence in favour of splenic preservation techniques, which are especially significant in areas where malaria is endemic and immune function is vital. This case contributes to the body of research by describing a successful conservative strategy, which may help doctors make evidence-based judgments when handling similar presentations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 important elements of the case, such as the clinical presentation, diagnostic results, management approach, and outcome, are succinctly summarized in the abstract, which is typically understandable. Its organization and clarity may be improved, though, with a few tweaks. By succinctly summarizing the backdrop, case presentation, management strategy, and conclusion, the authors could think about structuring the abstract in a more methodical manner. To keep things brief, some really precise numerical details (such the precise volume of pelvic collection) may be condensed. The clinical importance of early identification and the role of conservative therapy in maintaining splenic function, especially in areas where malaria is endemic, might also be briefly highlighted in the abstract. Overall, a few little changes would make the text easier to read and highlight the case's clinical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In terms of clinical presentation, diagnostic assessment, and management strategy, the paper seems to be both generally accurate and scientifically sound. Appropriate laboratory results, imaging data, and pertinent literature on spontaneous splenic rupture in Plasmodium vivax malaria are used to support the case report. The justification for non-operative treatment is also in line with what is now known about hemodynamically responsive patients. However, the manuscript's scientific quality would be further strengthened by a few minor clarifications about methodological specifics, figure inclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the references listed in the text are pertinent and suitable for bolstering the clinical discussion. The text would benefit from adding a few more recent publications or reviews (2022–2025) about spontaneous splenic rupture and conservative treatment in malaria, as several of the cited research are very outdated. According to recent research, splenic rupture is an uncommon but potentially fatal consequence of malaria. In patients who are hemodynamically stable, non-operative treatment may be an option, highlighting the significance of close observation and imaging.
	

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


	The manuscript is largely clear and comprehensible, and its overall language and English quality are generally appropriate for scientific communication. The narrative flow is cohesive, and the writers have included suitable medical terminology. However, readability and clarity would be further enhanced by small grammatical fixes, sentence rearrangement, and uniformity in terminology and layout. To improve the manuscript's overall presentation, a thorough language polishing or expert editing is advised.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper discusses an uncommon but clinically important Plasmodium vivax malaria complication and emphasizes the need of non-operative treatment, which is helpful for medical professionals in areas where malaria is endemic. The management course, diagnostic workup, and clinical presentation are all thoroughly explained and offer helpful, real-world insights. Minor changes to the manuscript's table presentation, formatting consistency, and language editing would be beneficial. Make sure the CECT abdomen, the referenced imaging figure, is included with the proper labelling and resolution.The debate and scientific context might be strengthened even more by include references to contemporary publications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the facts supplied, the manuscript does not appear to raise any significant ethical issues. However, the typical ethical criterion for case reports—obtaining written informed consent from the patient for publishing of the case report and any associated clinical facts or images—is not specifically included in the text. A clear statement attesting to the patient's written informed permission should be included by the writers. The authors may also specify if institutional ethical permission or an exemption was received for the case report's publication, if relevant. By include these remarks, established ethical requirements for medical publications will be followed.
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