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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript is a significant contribution to the surgical literature, as it presents the rare simultaneous occurrence of a De Garengeot and a Richter hernia—an unique association. The discussion of surgical decision-making in such complex cases provides valuable insights that can guide clinical practice and stimulate further research into the optimal management of these uncommon yet potentially life-threatening conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is informative but a bit long. I suggest simplifying it to “Simultaneous De Garengeot and Richter Hernias: A Rare Case Report and Literature Review” for improved clarity and conciseness.


	

	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 adequately introduces the case of combined De Garengeot and Richter hernias and highlights its rarity. However, it would benefit from a clearer statement of the clinical significance, surgical approach, and outcome, which are essential for a comprehensive abstract. Consider adding: (1) the patient’s presenting symptoms and clinical findings; (2) a brief mention of the surgical procedure performed; and (3) a statement about the patient’s postoperative course and prognosis. This would make the abstract more informative and complete for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears accurate and contributes valuable knowledge to the surgical community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are relevant and support the discussion well. However, updating them with recent systematic reviews or case reports, especially from the last 2-3 years, would strengthen the manuscript. I recommend adding the case report (PMCID: PMC11969058) on Richter’s hernia with bowel perforation in a pediatric patient, as it illustrates the variable presentation and emphasizes the importance of timely diagnosis and surgical management, aligning well with the rare presentation described here.
· Some references are a bit dated (e.g., Richter’s original description in 1778). While it’s appropriate to include historical context, modern reviews or systematic reviews should also be highlighted, if available.

· Reference #3 combines multiple articles in one line, making it confusing to read. Please separate each reference clearly and follow the journal’s reference style consistently.


	

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


	Overall, the language quality is acceptable for scholarly communication, but there are areas that need attention to improve clarity, flow, and academic tone. The text demonstrates a reasonable command of English, but it could benefit from polishing to enhance readability and align with the formal style expected in peer-reviewed publications
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript notes that no preoperative imaging was performed. While this is acceptable given the emergency presentation, it would be helpful to discuss briefly why imaging (CT) was not considered or why clinical diagnosis was deemed sufficient. A short comment on differential diagnosis and whether ultrasound or CT might have contributed could strengthen the discussion.

· The discussion is informative but could benefit from a more explicit comparison with the only other reported combined De Garengeot and Richter hernia case (Le et al., 2014). How did this case compare in presentation, management, and outcome? Highlighting any similarities or differences would enrich the discussion.

· The authors mention risk factors but could also briefly touch on preventive measures or screening in high-risk populations, even if speculative.
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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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