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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.

	The article presents a rare and clinically significant manifestation of Neurofibromatosis Type 1 involving arterial structures. The author has provided detailed information on the diagnostic workup, the exclusion of differential diagnoses and management, making this report a useful reference for professionals in vascular medicine, neurology, and genetics. Furthermore, it underscores the critical importance of routine vascular screening in NF1 patients to enable early detection and prevention of potentially fatal complications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	-The current title is generally suitable, but can be modified to improve clarity and better understanding like” Rare multifocal arterial involvement in NF1: A Case report.” 
-The word “revealing” feels like a less common term compared to “presenting with” or “manifesting with.”
	

	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 is comprehensive and informative, containing the case details and outcome. However, ending with a takeaway message, such as the importance of screening for arterial involvement, would make the article more impactful. Including the prevalence of NF1 and the frequency of arterial involvement could further strengthen the abstract( if possible to retrieve from literature).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is scientifically correct. A detailed workup has been performed, including imaging, appropriate exclusion of differential diagnoses, and reference to relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent, including articles from 2024.
	

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

	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications, but there are minor formatting issues (e.g. spacing) that could be improved with editing for better clarity and readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	The figures are clear and well-labeled, enhancing the overall clarity and impact of the case report.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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