

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Mastering Neurosurgery: A Comprehensive Casebook from Birth to Adulthood

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_5919

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Mastering Neurosurgery: A Comprehensive Casebook from Birth to Adulthood

	Type of the Article
	Complete Book





	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is a commendable educational tool that spans neurosurgical cases from infancy to adulthood, offering high clinical relevance. It is especially valuable for neurosurgical trainees and general clinicians due to its real-world case structure and regional diversity. The manuscript has educational merit and practical utility.

	

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

	The title is accurate. 
	

	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.

	Chapter-wise abstracts are fine, but a concise book-level abstract is suggested for indexing.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Scientifically, the content is sound. Most cases are appropriately referenced. Chapters on rare pathologies and infections could benefit from recent consensus guidelines (2022–24).
Radiological images vary in quality—better image resolution from PACS exports is recommended over photographs of printed films, which sometimes impair clarity.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	


Language is generally acceptable but would benefit from minor editorial corrections. Formatting of image captions and author credentials should be standardized.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
Overall, this book is a robust case-based teaching aid that deserves publication with minor editorial revisions.

Recommended Decision: Minor Revision
Justification: Strong case diversity and sound clinical content. Minor improvements in language, reference updates, and radiological image quality (PACS over film snaps) recommended.


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 detail)
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