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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.


	It adds to the existing literature of  crossed fused renal ectopia with UPJ obstruction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is OK but instead of writing “in children” he should change it to “in a child”
	

	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.


	It is fine but can be shortened without compromising on the content
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I appreciate the opportunity to review this case report of uretero-pelvic junction obstruction in a sigmoid kidney. The authors are commended for their effort. I have provided a few suggestions after going through it.

Introduction

There is a noticeable discrepancy between the Aim of the study mentioned in the abstract and that mentioned in the introduction of the main text. While the abstract aims to highlight the role of imaging and surgical indications in cross ectopia, the introduction in the text focuses on the diagnostic, therapeutic, and prognostic features of the case. I suggest aligning these sections to ensure conceptual consistency.

The only highlighting feature in the introduction is that the case is rare. This is not sufficient to help attract and retain readers' attention. The reader wants to know whether an article just adds to the list of already reported cases, whether it reinforces what little is known on the topic, or does it adds something new to the literature. This part is not clear.

Case Presentation

The clinical profile, symptoms, and diagnostic modalities are adequately described. However, the surgical procedure is only briefly referenced. The authors should comment on the surgical approach and intraoperative findings. This information would be more appropriately placed in the case presentation section rather than the discussion.

The follow-up mentions initiation of renal ultrasound but lacks details regarding post-operative outcomes, especially of the operated kidney. Including comparative pre- and post-renal scintigraphy figures would significantly strengthen the clinical impact.

Discussion

The inclusion of CAKUT, though broadly accepted, does not appear essential in this particular case. Consider omitting this to maintain focus. 

A comparative discussion with existing literature is currently missing. Relating the case to similar reported instances could add depth and highlight its clinical relevance or uniqueness.

Conclusion

The recommendation for periodic ultrasound and functional monitoring is valid; however, one can improve it following a good comparative discussion.
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