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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.


	A manuscript represents the description of a case of a Superior Mesenteric Artery Syndrome. It will add to a scientific pool of this rare clinical pathology. As this entity can be presented as an urgent surgical condition, a sufficient level of awareness is needed for the clinicians involved in acute patients’ care. The manuscript has also a certain educative function for young doctors and medical students.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would advise to remove the phrase “Unraveling the Silent Crisis”. For the case report it sounds a bit pompous. Besides, as the manuscript provides a brief literature review, this can be also included in the title. I suggest the following: “Superior Mesenteric Artery Syndrome presented as an acute intestinal

obstruction: a case report and review of the literature.” 
	

	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.
	As for me, a bit long. I would remove the last two sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally yes, with the exception of the use of references, see below


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I was surprised that the references have not included into the text. Without this, all statements and data given in the discussion section should be considered as the authors’ findings! The references themselves need to be standardised.
	

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


	Language of the article needs to be improved. Some sentences are long and convoluted. English native speaker can help. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	I would mention some suggestions here. Apart from the clinical case, the authors included the brief literature review presenting epidemiology, pathophysiology of the condition, and treatment options. The case presented with the clinical picture of an acute surgical condition – intestinal, or more precisely, duodenal, obstruction. I think the authors would focus their literature review on this aspect of the syndrome rather than give a standard description of the pathology and a conservative treatment (which has no connection with the case described). It will be interesting for the readers.

Separate comments on the Conclusion section. These three sentences are actually not the conclusion of this manuscript. First sentence: “The management of superior mesenteric artery syndrome requires a comprehensive approach tailored to the patient's specific needs.” It is about everything and at the same time about nothing. We, clinicians, know that any clinical entity, any concrete patient, whether presenting with acute appendicitis or abdominal aorta aneurism, requires a comprehensive approach tailored to the patient's specific needs. Second sentence: “While conservative management may suffice in some cases, surgical intervention may be necessary for patients who do not respond to dietary changes and pharmacotherapy.” It is not supported by the clinical case (of an urgent condition) presented. Third sentence: “A multidisciplinary team, including surgeons, dietians, and primary care providers, is essential for effective management and improved patient outcomes.” Again, it has nothing to do with the case given. No, generally the statement is correct, but it is not about this patient. By the way, for this particular case presented, essential was an early diagnosis and urgent surgery, and it was not necessary to involve dieticians and primary care providers in the treatment. In my opinion, the conclusion is to be simple: “We described here a case of Superior Mesenteric Artery Syndrome presented as an acute abdominal condition ….”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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