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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 (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	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?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Although mostly well written, the manuscript requires English language revision
2. The instance illustrates a crucial and frequently overlooked Marfan syndrome manifestation. Including this serves to emphasize how crucial early detection and monitoring are for people who are at risk.

3. The subject matter is organized and easy to understand. A graphic timeline describing the genesis of symptoms, diagnosis, and management, however, might improve comprehension.

4. Author should think about going into more detail about if postoperative genetic testing for FBN1 mutations was done and how that affected or validated the diagnosis and family counselling and should include in discussion part.

5. In these situations, the imaging results are quite important. The educational value could be increased by include annotated CT or echocardiogram images.

6. More information on long-term care, such as medication (such as beta-blockers and ARBs) and lifestyle recommendations for Marfan syndrome patients, would be helpful.

Specific Comments:

1. Clinical Emphasis: The conclusion skillfully emphasizes how important it is to identify Marfan syndrome in young patients who arrive with aortic dissection as soon as possible in order to increase survival.

2. Clarity and Structure: The paragraph's sentence structure and flow might be strengthened, even though the message is compelling. Think about dividing larger sentences into shorter, more understandable phrases.

3. Genetic Insight: Especially in cases of inherited connective tissue illnesses, the focus on genetic testing and family screening is suitable and in line with current guidelines.

4. Prognostic Value: It is crucial to emphasize the dire prognosis of Stanford Type A dissections in Marfan patients; nevertheless, the statement would be strengthened if it were backed up by cited data.

5. I feel an incomplete conclusion. It should be informative and convey a new message to the reader. Is it better to rephrase the conclusion part in an innovative way?

6. Please elaborate what future development you want to prospects in the discussion section

7. Limitations and conclusion will need to revamp. It’s very poorly written.

8. In order to improve the readability of this manuscript I would recommend that the authors include a descriptive table with the key findings, limitations, and conclusions of different studies published, along with a note regarding the relationship between the importance of their finding and the refereed study along with their relevance in current scenario as concern with the present case report

9. The discussion portion of the case report is missing many important observations. The authors ought to include a discussion section in which they address the case report significance in light of the current situation and the reader's new message
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