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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.


	This manuscript provides a valuable contribution to the scientific community by documenting the exceptionally rare co-occurrence of Amyand's and Richter's hernias. It serves as a critical reminder for surgeons to maintain a high index of suspicion for complex and dual pathologies, particularly in cases of recurrent hernia repair. The case underscores the importance of intraoperative adaptability and provides a practical example of successful surgical decision-making when anatomy is distorted. Ultimately, it reinforces the principle that vigilant exploration and tailored management are essential for preventing missed diagnoses and optimizing patient outcomes in general surgery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes

Alternative Titles:

1. A Collaborative Challenge: The Intraoperative Discovery of a Combined Amyand’s and Richter’s Hernia

2. A Rare Dual Pathology: Concurrent Amyand’s and Richter’s Hernia in a Recurrent Inguinal Hernia

3. One Hernia, Two Surprises: The Uncommon Intraoperative Finding of Combined Amyand’s and Richter’s Hernia

4. The Unforeseen Combination: A Case Report on Simultaneous Amyand’s and Richter’s Hernia
	

	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.


	Your abstract is comprehensive and well-structured. For minor improvements:

· Add: The patient's age/sex in the case presentation for key clinical context.

· Add: Specificity by mentioning "diagnostic and management challenges" in the introduction.

· Refine: The conclusion by replacing "individualized planning" with more active terms like "intraoperative adaptability and a tailored surgical approach."

· Delete: The generic call for "further research" from the conclusion; end instead with the powerful, specific message of your case.
	

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

· Based on a thorough review, the medical facts, definitions, classifications (like the Losanoff and Basson system for Amyand's hernia), clinical reasoning, and described surgical management are all accurate and align with established surgical literature.

· The only minor issue noted was a likely typo in the historical date for Fabricius Hildanus (corrected from 1958 to 1598), which does not affect the scientific validity of the case or its discussion. The clinical narrative, from presentation to management and outcome, is entirely plausible and well-documented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Your references are sufficient and correct for supporting the clinical facts of your case report.

To further strengthen the manuscript, it is recommended to add 1-2 more recent (2022-2024) review articles or case series on the diagnosis and management of complex inguinal hernias. This would better position your rare case within the most current surgical literature and discussions.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication.

The meaning is clear, the structure is logical, and the tone is appropriately academic. It successfully communicates the complex medical case.

The revisions I provided primarily addressed minor grammatical refinements (e.g., article usage, verb tense) and stylistic enhancements to improve flow, conciseness, and impact, bringing it to a more polished level for journal submission. There are no major errors that hinder understanding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	To enhance it for publication, I recommend:

1. Emphasize the "Recurrent Hernia" angle more strongly in the discussion.

2. Briefly justify the "no mesh" decision based on infection risk.

3. Refine the conclusion to a specific call for surgical vigilance rather than a general call for more research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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