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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.


	A unique case of UPJO in a sigmoid kidney is presented in this publication, offering important new information on how to diagnose and treat it surgically. It highlights how crucial imaging is for complicated congenital abnormalities. These papers improve clinical knowledge and aid in the treatment of uncommon pediatric urological disorders.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Ureteropelvic Junction Obstruction in a Pediatric Sigmoid Kidney: 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 of the article provides a good overall structure, but it can be improved in clarity, grammar, and completeness.
1. Clarify the significance of findings (e.g., 30% function and malrotation).

2. Include the surgical outcome more clearly (e.g., uneventful recovery and follow-up plan).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript accurately presents a rare case of sigmoid kidney with UPJO, using appropriate imaging and surgical management. The clinical course, including diagnosis, treatment, and follow-up, is well described. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are relevant and provide foundational support for the case.
	

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


	Although the article's language properly expresses the essential medical and clinical data, it needs to be revised to adhere to scholarly communication standards. Grammar, punctuation, word choice, and sentence structure may all be enhanced in a number of ways to increase readability, professionalism, and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable case report of a rare pediatric renal anomaly, well-presented with appropriate diagnostics and management. Minor language edits and updated references would enhance clarity and scientific strength.
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