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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.


	This manuscript presents a clinically relevant case demonstrating the use of ultrasound-guided femoral and popliteal nerve blocks for lower limb amputation in a patient with severely reduced ejection fraction and recent clopidogrel use. Such cases are important because they illustrate practical anesthetic decision-making when multiple competing risks are present, including bleeding risk from antiplatelet therapy and hemodynamic instability from general or neuraxial anesthesia. The report highlights the role of peripheral nerve blocks as a safer alternative in selected high-risk cardiovascular patients. Overall, the case contributes useful clinical insight for anesthesiologists managing urgent surgical procedures in patients with complex cardiovascular comorbidities.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title adequately reflects the clinical scenario and the anesthetic technique used.
	

	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 is generally well structured and summarizes the background, case presentation, and conclusion effectively. However, a few minor improvements could enhance clarity:
1. Mention that the blocks were ultrasound-guided in the case presentation section.

2. Briefly specify the type of amputation (forefoot or partial foot amputation) if possible.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and the clinical reasoning is appropriate. The anesthetic decision-making process is logical and consistent with current regional anesthesia practices in high-risk cardiac patients.


The discussion appropriately references guideline recommendations regarding neuraxial anesthesia in patients receiving clopidogrel and correctly highlights the advantages of peripheral nerve blocks in maintaining hemodynamic stability. The description of the ultrasound-guided block techniques is clear and consistent with standard practice.


One minor point that could improve the manuscript would be to briefly mention local anesthetic dose safety considerations, as the total volume used (45 mL of 0.5% bupivacaine) approaches the upper limit of recommended dosing. A short comment acknowledging safe dosing limits or patient weight would strengthen the safety discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally appropriate, relevant, and reasonably up to date. The manuscript cites important guidelines and review articles related to:

Antiplatelet therapy and regional anesthesia

· ASRA recommendations

· Regional anesthesia techniques

· Cardiac considerations in anesthesia
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and understandable English. The overall language quality is acceptable for scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor improvements that could enhance the manuscript include:

1. Brief clarification of local anesthetic dosing considerations.

2. Slight refinement of the abstract and title.

3. Optional inclusion of ultrasound images or schematic illustrations of the blocks, if available.
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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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