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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.

	This manuscript adds meaningful value to the scientific community by integrating molecular mechanisms of angiogenesis in renal cell carcinoma with a uniquely documented clinical presentation. By combining a rare case of duodenal-directed venous collaterals with an in-depth review of angiogenic pathways, it bridges basic science with real-world surgical and interventional decision-making. The detailed, stepwise clinical management framework has practical relevance for urologists, interventional radiologists, oncologists, and surgeons. Its emphasis on timely multidisciplinary care also advances understanding of how unusual vascular complications can be safely managed in RCC.
	

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

	The title “Angiogenesis in Renal Cell Carcinoma: Molecular Biology, Clinical Manifestations, and Case-Based Insights” is appropriate, accurate, and reflective of the manuscript’s content.
	

	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 abstract is clear, focused, and provides a coherent summary of mechanisms, case details, and clinical implications. The abstract could also briefly state the broader clinical significance, e.g., how angiogenic anatomy affects diagnosis and therapy.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, well-referenced, and consistent with current understanding of the VHL–HIF–VEGF pathway, angiogenesis biology, and contemporary RCC management strategies. The mechanistic explanations are accurate, and clinical recommendations (embolisation-first, then surgery) align with accepted practice. The sections on systemic therapy reflect current guideline-supported regimens and recently published trials
	

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

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

	


yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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