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	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.


	This manuscript presents a rare and clinically significant case of post-revascularization graft thrombosis due to CYP2C19 genetic polymorphism leading to clopidogrel resistance (CR). It is of particular importance to the scientific and medical community as it underscores the critical role of pharmacogenetics in the management of peripheral arterial disease (PAD) patients following revascularization. The case highlights the need for routine CYP2C19 genotyping and tailored antiplatelet therapy in such patients to prevent thrombotic complications. Furthermore, it contributes valuable clinical evidence to an area with limited existing research, advocating for the development of personalized treatment protocols in vascular surgery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript and clearly identifies the key clinical issue (graft thrombosis), its cause (CYP2C19 polymorphism and clopidogrel resistance), and the nature of the article (a case report). However, it could be improved for clarity, conciseness, and scientific tone.
Suggested Alternative Title:

"Graft Thrombosis After Revascularization Due to CYP2C19 Polymorphism and Clopidogrel Resistance: 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 provides a general overview of the case and introduces the clinical relevance of CYP2C19 polymorphism and clopidogrel resistance in the context of post-revascularization management in PAD patients. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically correct and addresses an important and underreported clinical issue—graft thrombosis following revascularization in PAD due to clopidogrel resistance (CR) linked to CYP2C19 polymorphism

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are partially sufficient and moderately recent, but they could be significantly improved to strengthen the scientific quality and relevance of the manuscript.
Add recent references (2021–2024) from:

· PAD treatment guidelines (e.g., 2022 ACC/AHA or ESC updates)

· Recent studies/meta-analyses on CYP2C19 and CR

· CPIC pharmacogenetics guidelines for clopidogrel

Consider including:

· Real-world data on pharmacogenomic testing in PAD

· Studies comparing alternative antiplatelet therapies (e.g., prasugrel, ticagrelor) in CYP2C19 poor metabolizers
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript is understandable but not yet suitable for high-quality scholarly communication without significant revision. The scientific content is clear, but the grammar, sentence structure, and word choice often lack the polish and precision expected in academic writing.
Common Issues Identified:

Grammatical Errors & Awkward Phrasing:

Example: “cold calmly skin” → likely intended as “cold, clammy skin”

“He then received 3 cycles of prostaglandin therapy…” → better phrased as “He was subsequently treated with three cycles of prostaglandin therapy…”

Inconsistent Verb Tenses:

Switching between past and present tenses without clear reasoning (e.g., “He was planned for revascularization…” vs. “He is doing well…”)

Run-on and Redundant Sentences:

Some sentences are overly long and repetitive, affecting clarity and readability.

Informal or Colloquial Language:

Phrases like “elderly diabetic hypertensive male” are medically descriptive but could be more formal and concise: “A 65-year-old male with diabetes and hypertension…”

Spelling/Typographical Issues:

Occasional typos or incorrect terms, e.g., “calmly” instead of “clammy,” or “ecospirin” (brand name) used where “aspirin” is more appropriate in scientific writing.

Recommendations for Improvement:

A full language and grammar edit by a native English speaker or professional scientific editor.

Improve sentence structure for readability and professionalism.

Use formal, precise, and standardized medical terminology throughout.

Maintain consistent tense (past tense is standard for case reports and discussion of past events).
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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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