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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.
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	This manuscript presents a well-documented and clinically relevant case of a catecholamine-secreting retroperitoneal paraganglioma manifesting as young-onset stroke. The topic is timely and important, particularly given the diagnostic challenges of secondary causes of stroke in younger patients and the under-recognition of endocrine etiologies in neurological presentations. The authors provide a comprehensive clinical narrative, supported by biochemical, radiological, surgical, and histopathological findings, and place the case effectively within the context of existing literature.
The discussion is thorough, evidence-based, and demonstrates strong familiarity with contemporary guidelines and recent studies. The emphasis on Asian clinical settings and diagnostic delay adds regional relevance and originality. Overall, the manuscript has substantial merit and is suitable for publication following minor to moderate revisions.
Comments: 
1. The relationship between the initial stroke (three months prior) and the current presentation could be clarified further. A concise chronological table or clearer temporal phrasing would improve readability and reduce ambiguity.
2. Additional details regarding stroke workup would strengthen the manuscript, such as:
Cardiac evaluation (e.g., echocardiography, rhythm monitoring)
Hypercoagulability screening (if performed)
Neurovascular imaging beyond carotid Doppler (e.g., CTA/MRA
3.The abstract conclusion should be completed as a full paragraph.
4. References quoted in the bibliography is sufficient.
Overall, the research paper is worth to publish in the present form in this esteemed
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