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	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 title of the manuscript is clear and appropriately reflects the case’s uniqueness. The abstract provides a concise overview of the clinical scenario of Krukenberg’s Tumour and highlights the associated diagnostic challenges. The article helps the scientific community to identify the histopathological approach as a tool to clinch the diagnosis because of its characteristic microscopic features. The manuscript cites relevant literature to support epidemiological and pathological claims.

	

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

	The title of the manuscript appears 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.

	Abstract should be a standalone element and should cover the subheadings, background, case presentation, aim of the study and conclusion for clarity and alignment with journal standards. This can be done without breaking the content into defined headings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically significant; the areas of improvement are elaborated in the comment sections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	A few of the references need to be updated. Also, as this is a case report, at least 25-30 references should support the manuscript.
	

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

	No, the manuscript should be thoroughly checked for typographical and grammatical corrections.




	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The manuscript is a case report; the authors should provide the CARE checklist.
2. A few more keywords should be added to improve the readability of the manuscript.
3. Provide the demographic characteristics of the patient included in this case report.
4. The flow of information should be organised, specifying when symptoms began, when imaging was performed, and the timeline of surgical intervention.
5. Add how the findings of this case will help clinicians with the challenges associated with KT.
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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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