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	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 manuscript gives a valuable contribution to the scientific community by documenting a rare but potentially fatal adverse reaction to a widely used antibiotic. 

It emphasizes the need for heightened clinical awareness of amoxicillin–clavulanate–induced anaphylaxis, even in patients without prior allergy history.

By incorporating structured causality assessment and guideline-based management, the report reinforces best practices in pharmacovigilance and emergency care. 

Moreover, it highlights the allergenic potential of clavulanic acid, encouraging more nuanced approaches to antibiotic prescribing and patient education.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable, but here is some alternatives:

1. "Anaphylactic Shock Triggered by Amoxicillin–Clavulanate: A Case Report in a 60-Year-Old Female"

2. "Severe Anaphylaxis Following Amoxicillin–Clavulanate Administration: A Case Report and Clinical Implications"

3. "Amoxicillin–Clavulanate–Induced Anaphylaxis Without Prior Allergy History: A Case Report"

4. "Unexpected Anaphylaxis from Amoxicillin–Clavulanate in a Hospitalized Patient: A Case Study"
	

	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 informative, but a few refinements could improve its clarity, completeness, and impact:

1. What good
-Concise Summary: the background, case details, management, and implications.

-Clinical Urgency: The anaphylactic shock and its management is clear and appropriately emphasized.

-Use of the Naranjo scale adds scientific rigor.

2. Suggestion
-Follow-Up and Outcome: Briefly mention the patient’s recovery status and any long-term recommendations (e.g., allergy testing or avoidance strategies).

-Timeframe of Reaction: Specify the exact time to onset (e.g., “within 5 minutes”) to better characterize the rapid progression.

-Patient Education: Include a note that the patient was counseled on future drug avoidance and emergency preparedness (e.g., epinephrine auto-injector).

3. Suggested Deletions or Edits

-Redundancy: The phrase “Early recognition and prompt management are critical to prevent morbidity and mortality” could be streamlined or integrated into the conclusion to avoid repetition.

-Grammar and flow: Minor edits for clarity:

· “She had no prior history of allergies or adverse drug reactions.” → “She had no known history of allergies or adverse drug reactions.”

· “resulting in rapid stabilization” → “leading to rapid clinical stabilization.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.

· Scientific Strengths

· Accurate Pathophysiology: The IgE-mediated mechanism of β-lactam-induced anaphylaxis is correctly described, including the role of mast cells, histamine, and other mediators.

· Appropriate Use of Diagnostic Tools: The application of the Naranjo Adverse Drug Reaction Probability Scale is methodologically appropriate and clearly presented.

· Guideline-Based Management: The emergency treatment aligns with international standards for anaphylaxis, including timely administration of epinephrine and supportive care.

· Pharmacogenomic Insight: The mention of HLA-DRB1*10:01 adds depth and reflects current research on genetic predisposition to drug hypersensitivity.

· Clinical Relevance: The case reinforces the importance of recognizing clavulanic acid as a distinct allergen and the need for accurate documentation and patient education.

· Minor Suggestions

· Reference formatting: Ensure all citations (e.g., “(2)”, “(4)”) are properly formatted and linked to a reference list for clarity and academic rigor.

· Terminology consistency: Use consistent terminology throughout (e.g., “anaphylactic shock” vs. “anaphylaxis”) to maintain precision.

· Table Presentation: Consider formatting the tables for easier readability in publication (e.g., using gridlines or spacing for clarity).

· Grammar and flow: Minor edits could improve readability, such as:

“The laboratory investigations are indicated in Table 1 and they are all normal” → “Laboratory investigations (Table 1) were all within normal limits.”

· Improve your grammar score, this manuscript is 90.

The manuscript is scientifically correct, clinically relevant, and well-supported by evidence. It offers valuable insights for healthcare professionals and contributes meaningfully to the literature on drug-induced anaphylaxis. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Please follow the guidelines.
Add more current references.
	


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


	Yes, but need minor improvements.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Within the scope of the journal
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