
              
 

                                  ISSN: 2320-5407 
 

     International Journal of Advanced Research 
                      Publisher’s Name: Jana Publication and Research LLP 

www.journalijar.com 
   

 

REVIEWER’S REPORT 
 

 

 

Manuscript No.: IJAR-52380                                                   Date: 19/06/2025 
 
Title: PATIENT OF HOMICIDAL TRAUMA CAME WITH SHARP OBJECT IN SITU 
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Reviewer’s Comment for Publication: 
The paper underscores that early recognition and management of penetrating chest trauma are vital to prevent 
mortality and morbidity. It emphasizes that most injuries can be managed with appropriate surgical intervention, 
and that careful assessment, especially with imaging, is crucial in cases with retained foreign bodies. 
 

 
Reviewer’s Comment / Report  

 
Strengths: 

• Clinical Relevance: The paper addresses a critical area in trauma surgery, highlighting real-world 
challenges in managing penetrating chest injuries. 

• Detailed Case Presentation: Provides vital signs, imaging findings, and management steps, offering 
practical insights for clinicians. 

• Literature Support: References include relevant studies and guidelines (e.g., ATLS), supporting the 
clinical approach. 

• Imaging and Visuals: Figures depicting chest X-ray and post-procedure images enhance understanding. 
 
Weaknesses: 

• Limited Depth: Primarily a case report with brief discussion; lacks in-depth analysis of potential 
complications like vascular injury, thoracic organ damage, or long-term outcomes. 

• Absence of Long-term Follow-up: No information about postoperative recovery duration or subsequent 
management. 

• Lack of a Structured Methodology: The report doesn't specify whether protocols were followed 
systematically or if it’s purely descriptive. 

• References Formatting Issues: The references are numbered but lack consistent formatting, making it 
hard to verify sources. 
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