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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.


	The manuscript reports a rare case, highlighting how it can mimic a gastrointestinal stromal tumor (GIST), thereby enhancing diagnostic awareness. The inclusion of intraoperative and imaging findings adds significant value and improves the educational quality of the report. Additionally, it can serve as a foundation for future larger studies on similar presentations.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but don’t include SCARE, just keep it as “A case report”
	

	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.


	Consider rewriting the abstract it in a structured or unstructured format, including a brief introduction highlighting the relevance of the case, the patient’s main concerns and key clinical findings, the principal diagnosis along with therapeutic interventions and outcomes, and a concluding statement emphasizing the key take-away messages. This will ensure all essential aspects of the case are clearly presented as per guidelines.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound but requires moderate revision to improve the clarity and readability
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are up to date and adequate.
	

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


	The language requires improvement, with attention to proper grammar and the definition of all abbreviations at first use.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction provides relevant background information; however, it lacks clarity and coherence. There is inconsistency in usage of abbreviations (RPPG, RP-PGL, PPGL), and some epidemiological data appear redundant or contradictory. The flow of information is disorganized, with abrupt transitions between epidemiology, clinical features, genetics, and diagnosis. Additionally, language and grammatical errors affect readability. The introduction would benefit from restructuring, concise presentation of data, avoiding usage of multiple abbreviations and a clearer rationale leading to the reported case.
Consider addressing the limitations at the end of the discussion, particularly highlighting that the nature of the study as a case report restricts the generalizability of the findings.
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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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