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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.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it presents a rare and often under-recognized variant of arrhythmogenic cardiomyopathy, namely arrhythmogenic left ventricular cardiomyopathy (ALVC). It highlights the crucial role of advanced imaging techniques, particularly cardiac MRI, in distinguishing ALVC from other cardiomyopathies such as cardiac sarcoidosis. The case also provides valuable insights for clinicians practicing in resource-limited settings where genetic testing is not readily available. Overall, it contributes practical knowledge that supports early diagnosis, effective patient management, and the prevention of sudden cardiac death.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript. However, a minor revision is suggested to improve clarity and academic style. Replacing the comma with a colon would make it read more professionally. The revised title could be: “Arrhythmogenic Left Ventricular Cardiomyopathy: The Great Imitator Unveiled by Cardiac MRI – A 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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear and well-organized, covering the background, case details, management, and conclusion effectively. It gives enough clinical and imaging information to understand the importance of the case. However, it would be better to simplify some technical details, such as very specific laboratory values, to make it easier to read. Adding a short note about the patient’s follow-up or long-term outcome would also make the conclusion stronger. Overall, the abstract provides a good summary of the case.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The clinical findings, investigations, and management are consistent with current medical understanding of arrhythmogenic left ventricular cardiomyopathy. The information is presented logically and supported by appropriate diagnostic evidence. Overall, the scientific content is accurate and reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and mostly recent, covering key studies and international guidelines relevant to arrhythmogenic cardiomyopathy. They provide good scientific support for the case. Adding one or two newer reviews (2023–2024) on ALVC or multimodality imaging, especially focusing on genetic testing and advanced CMR techniques, could further strengthen the discussion. Overall, the reference list is strong and up to date.
	

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


	The language of the article is clear and understandable. It is suitable for scholarly communication, though a few sentences could be simplified for smoother reading. Overall, the English quality is good and conveys the scientific content effectively.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an interesting and well-documented case highlighting the diagnostic value of cardiac MRI in ALVC. The manuscript is informative and clinically relevant. Minor revisions to simplify the text and update a few recent references would further improve it.
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