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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 presents an unusual clinical sequence,  pulmonary embolism followed by acute aortic dissection. This case is helpful for clinicians as a guide to management. Also, to detect new symptoms, which is important for a better outcome. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and direct to the main target 
If  I were to modify a bit, I might say: 

(A Case Report on Rapid Progression from Pulmonary Embolism to Acute Aortic Dissection, A Rare and Catastrophic Association)
	

	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 do suggest the background to be before the aim
· No need to take home message 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript sounds scientifically correct and useful. The figures are so helpful. As a reviewer, some data might give in-depth such as any laboratory results and other assessments. Is there any pain? 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, it's an important and rare topic. However, more literature should be included to enrich the introduction and discussion, and more references to strengthen the data is ensured. 
	

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


	Language is clear; the previous points are to be considered. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall good article 
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