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	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.


	This paper presents a unique and clinically significant case of Median Arcuate Ligament Syndrome in presence of right renal agenesis and left-sided nutcracker phenomenon which is a rare triple vascular-anatomic association. The cases are hardly reported in literature and help to understand better peculiarities of complex vascular variations and their clinical significance. The report emphasizes the significance of specific radiological examination in detecting anomalies that exist and might impact the diagnosis and surgical planning. It also supports the success of laparoscopic management in the attainment of positive patient outcomes, thus, making it useful in clinical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate, informative, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly highlights the key clinical condition (Median Arcuate Ligament Syndrome), the surgical approach (laparoscopic management), and the rare associated anatomical findings. However, the title is relatively long and could be slightly condensed for better readability. 

Suggested alternative title:
“Laparoscopic Management of Median Arcuate Ligament Syndrome with Renal Agenesis and Nutcracker Phenomenon: A Rare Case Report”
	

	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 presented in a good structure, concise, and exhaustive as it summarizes the background, presentation of the case, and the main findings of the manuscript. It offers enough clinical and radiological information to grasp the importance of the case, as well as expresses the infrequence of the case, and successful treatment. The conclusion is fitting in terms of the clinical significance and the results of the research. In general, the abstract is clear and informative, and no significant additions and removals are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper seems to be scientifically valid and presentable. The case of clinical presentation, diagnosis and treatment plan is adequately outlined and in line with the current knowledge and practice pertaining to Median Arcuate Ligament Syndrome. Imaging modalities, especially, CT angiography use are reasonable and are supportive of the diagnosis. The pathophysiology has been properly discussed and the findings have been correlated with the literature. In general, the scientific accuracy and logical consistency are present in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used in the paper are fairly sufficient and pertinent to the subject matter. The authors have also incorporated a mix of the classic surgical textbooks as well as the recent journal articles to back the clinical as well as the scientific discussion. Some of the recent sources (within the past 3-5 years) have been used accordingly, especially with regard to diagnosis and treatment of Median Arcuate Ligament Syndrome. Nevertheless, adding several more recent articles with high impact or systematic reviews about vascular compression syndromes and minimal invasive treatment would be a way to make the manuscript stronger. In general, the reference list is adequate and suitable in a case report.
	

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


	The writing style and the general quality of English used in the manuscript is suitable to communicate academically. The information is simple to read, comprehend, and well structured. There is proper use of medical jargon and the whole document is written in a formal scholarly tone. Minor stylistic or grammatical improvements, should there be any, would make the text easier to read, but the quality of the language is generally good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a coherent and clinically valuable case report of a rare hybrid of vascular aberration and congenital defect. The paper is clearly organized, and clinical results, imaging, surgical treatment, and outcomes are presented in a clear way. The report is also educational due to the fact that the radiological and intraoperative descriptions are detailed. The discussion has successfully framed the case in the context of existing literature and highlights the clinical importance of the case. On the whole, this manuscript contributes to a small body of knowledge on the issue of complex vascular compression syndromes and their treatment.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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