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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 article highlights a treatment approach for a rare cause of orthostatic hypotension. Its most significant contribution to the literature is its recommendation for patients to use short-acting antihypertensive medication at night and to make lifestyle changes. However, the tests used to confirm the diagnosis are insufficient (Ewing test, norepinephrine level measurement, etc.). Another important point is that pure autonomic dysfunction should be considered in the etiology of orthostatic hypotension for this article.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	It is suitable.
	

	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.

	Unfortunately, the abstract is not comprehensive. The background section should discuss the main objective of the case. The discussion section should explain the primary purpose of the case presentation and include a conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I believe the article is scientifically accurate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not up-to-date. More recent articles on this topic have been published.
DOI:10.4067/s0034-98872005000200010
DOI:10.1093/ehjcr/ytae073

	

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

	It is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The purpose statement of the article should be emphasized in the introduction. However, I noticed that it was omitted.
The case presentation should mention any chronic autonomic symptoms the patient may have, such as urinary retention, unilateral sweating, or constipation. 
The discussion section of the article does not reflect the main theme of the study. The discussion should outline the treatment approach and lifestyle changes. It should explain the shortcomings of the diagnostic methods and provide reasoned explanations. Some findings from important diagnostic tests performed on the patient should be clearly stated (e.g., aortic valve diameters on echocardiography, etc.).
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