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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The topic is clinically rare and relevant to pediatric surgery, neonatal intensive care, and surgical ethics. The authors propose a conceptual shift by reframing thoraco-omphalopagus twin separation from a traditional organ-centric surgical paradigm toward a structural and physiological integration model, with particular emphasis on the importance of chest wall stability for postoperative respiratory viability.
Overall, the manuscript is intellectually interesting and well written, with strong conceptual arguments regarding thoracic biomechanics and ethical integration in surgical planning.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The term “reconstruction” may be misleading because surgery has not yet been performed!!

[Multidisciplinary Evaluation of Thoraco-Omphalopagus Conjoined Twins: Integrating Chest Wall Reconstruction Strategy, Hepatic Separation Planning, and Ethical Decision-Making].


	

	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.


	The abstract should contain:

· Aim
· Presentation of Case
· Discussion
· Conclusion

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	The topic is valuable and potentially contributes to the literature on conjoined twin management. However, several aspects of the manuscript require clarification and support before it can be considered for publication!

A major limitation of the manuscript is that definitive surgical separation has not yet been performed at the time of reporting. Therefore, the manuscript currently describes: preoperative evaluation, multidisciplinary planning, and ethical decision-making, rather than an actual operative case outcome. For readers, the authors should clarify this explicitly in the manuscript and consider adjusting the title to reflect preoperative planning or multidisciplinary evaluation rather than reconstruction!

Shorten the introduction by 15–20%. Focus on: epidemiology, surgical challenges, gap in literature, and the purpose of the report. 

Several key clinical details should be included to support the scientific completeness of the case description. Please consider adding: Birth weight of each twin, APGAR scores, Detailed cardiologic findings, Ventilatory support details, Oxygenation parameters, Exact anatomical extent of thoraco-abdominal fusion, Detailed hepatic vascular anatomy, and any prenatal imaging findings! Actually providing these details will support the clinical value of the report.

No actual surgery has been performed yet. Thus, the section (surgical planning) describes a planned surgical strategy rather than an operative report!

The description of Figure 3 appears inconsistent with the clinical case. The legend describes: orbital CT scan, and craniofacial soft tissues! These findings are unrelated to thoraco-omphalopagus anatomy and likely represent an error. Please review the figure and correct the legend accordingly. Ideally, the imaging section should include: thoracic fusion anatomy, hepatic fusion, vascular anatomy, and CT reconstruction if available!

The discussion section is well written but somewhat too extensive for a case report. Several paragraphs discuss general surgical theory and abdominal wall reconstruction literature in great detail! For journal readers, the authors are encouraged to shorten the discussion and focus primarily on: key findings of the case, chest wall reconstruction implications, and the comparison with previously reported cases, with the ethical considerations relevant to this specific case! (The multidisciplinary decision-making section could benefit from specifying how many meetings were held and which specialties were involved.)! Again, please shorten the discussion by 25–30%. Focus on: Key findings of the case, Chest wall reconstruction relevance, Ethical planning, and Literature comparison.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references appear duplicated in the reference list (reference numbers 7 and 16 appear identical). The authors should review and correct the reference numbering and remove duplicate citations.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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