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	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 report represents a case of successful treatment of Pulmonary Embolism (PE) in a patient with Inferior Vena Cava agenesis (IVCA).  It is a combination of a rare entity of Inferior Vena Cava agenesis and a rare complication of PE. These findings will enrich the scientific pool of this pathology. I think this article will be read with interest by the readers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I do not completely agree with the formulation of the title. The patient under description presented with Pulmonary Emboli, passed from the right auricle. It is clear. On the other hand, it is not completely clear that the PE was caused directly by IVCA. Coexistence of two pathologies does not necessarily indicate the causative relationship. It has to be proved, or at least to be cited by the literature references. In fact, the IVCA discovered under investigation could be an accidental finding. Thrombi could have originated from the upper extremity, for example. Besides, as indicated in the reference [2] of this manuscript, “The frequency of PE [in patients with IVCA] is very low, since thrombi from the lower limbs are trapped in the azygos, hemiazygos and/or collaterals before reaching the pulmonary circulation”. I think the authors would rather present this combination as an accidental finding, and they could make a research question for the future studies at the end of the manuscript about possible association between these pathologies.
	

	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.


	I would recommend the authors to remove the last two sentences of the abstract. No need to present strong recommendations based on the description of the single clinical case, as the methodology of case report is purely descriptive. 
	

	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 
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	Some detailed comments I included into the reviewer’s panel parallel to the text.
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