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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. 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 significantly contributes to the scientific community by providing valuable insights into 
the management and outcomes of Guillain-Barré Syndrome (GBS). It highlights the effectiveness of 
plasmapheresis and IVIG therapy in improving motor function and overall recovery in GBS patients. 
This case report also emphasizes the need for early diagnosis and intervention to prevent severe 
complications, ultimately improving patient outcomes. 

 

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

 

  

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. 

 

Included in comment  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

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

 

Manuscript have Grammatical correction, and sentence modification also required.  

Optional/General comments 
 

Abstract-  
 The term "Guillain-Barré Syndrome (GBS)" is defined twice, which is unnecessary. It should be 

defined once and then consistently referred to as GBS. 
 The aim could be more specific. It currently provides general context about GBS but does not 

state a clear objective for the case report, such as highlighting a unique aspect of treatment or 
outcome. 

 The presentation of the case lacks information on the patient's condition prior to the onset of 
symptoms and the timeline from symptom onset to diagnosis. This additional context could 
provide a more comprehensive understanding of the case. 

 Write only conclusion heading 
 Phrases like "we discuss" in the discussion and conclusion are redundant, as it is evident that 

the section is a discussion. The language could be more concise and precise. 
 The conclusion mentions that the patient is focusing on rehabilitation and long-term care but 

does not provide any follow-up details or long-term outcomes, which could strengthen the case 
report. 

 There are minor grammatical issues and redundancies that could be edited for clarity and 
readability. 

Introduction 
 

 Repetition of phrases like "the exact cause is unclear" and "the exact mechanism is not fully 
understood" could be streamlined for clarity. 

 The introduction could benefit from a more structured flow. For instance, the paragraphs could 
be organized into distinct sections: Background, Clinical Presentation, Diagnosis, Treatment, 
and Future Directions. 

 The transition between sections could be smoother to enhance readability. 
 Some sentences are lengthy and could be broken down for better clarity. For example, the 

sentence describing the role of antibodies and immune activation is quite long and could be 
divided into shorter sentences. 

 The sentence "The typical dosage is 0.4 g/kg daily for five days, with similar effectiveness if 
given over two days" seems out of place and should be integrated more seamlessly with the 
discussion on treatment. 

 The introduction occasionally shifts focus abruptly. For instance, the discussion on dosage and 
treatment outcomes for IVIg could be consolidated with the section discussing standard 
treatments. 

Case report 
 The treatment regimen, including neuro-supportive medications, antibiotics, plasmapheresis, 

and IVIG therapy, is well-described. However, the rationale for choosing these treatments 
could be more explicitly stated to provide a clearer understanding of the clinical decision-
making process. 

 More detailed follow-up information, such as long-term outcomes or any remaining symptoms 
after discharge. 

 There are minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that could be revised for clarity. 
For example, the phrase "Nerve conduction velocity which shows the study showed diffuse 
motor axonal with secondary demyelinating neuropathy LL>UL with preserved sensory in all 
limbs and ultrasound abdomen and pelvis shows Internal echoes in urinary bladder suggested 
URE correlation to rule out cystitis" Rephrase this paragraph. 

Discussion 
 Creating clearer subsections or headings could improve the flow and readability. 
 The discussion includes repeated information about diagnostic methods and clinical 

manifestations that have already been mentioned in the introduction. Consolidating these 
points and reducing redundancy would make the discussion more concise. 

 Phrases like "Guillain-Barré Syndrome (GBS)" are defined multiple times. Define it once and 
then consistently refer to it as "GBS." 

 Verify the credibility and relevance of the references cited to support the statements made. 
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 Discuss any potential challenges or complications the patient might face in the future, and how 
these can be managed. 
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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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