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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 authors present an insightful clinical case that ultimately led to a tragic outcome. Their meticulous and thorough approach in outlining the challenges encountered in arriving at a definitive diagnosis, particularly emphasizing the patient's inconsistent adherence to prescribed medical recommendations, instills a sense of confidence in the quality of their work. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title: It would be beneficial to incorporate a specific characteristic that directly contributed to the fatal outcome, thereby enhancing the clarity of the findings. 


	

	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.


	Abstract: The abstract, with its concise and informative nature, effectively encapsulates the essential elements of the case, keeping the reader well-informed and engaged. 

Keywords: The authors have chosen relevant and well-considered keywords. However, the inclusion of 'Togo' may not significantly enhance the understanding of the case and could be reconsidered for removal. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The background section is well-articulated, presenting a clear and accurate contextualization of the case report that is about to be discussed. 

Case Report: The case report, with its detailed and thoroughly documented nature, offers a comprehensive view of the clinical scenario, ensuring the reader is well-informed and knowledgeable about the case. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References: The references listed are appropriate and comprehensive, reflecting a thorough research foundation.

	

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


	The manuscript needs a grammatical revision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Discussion: The discussion is fitting, providing a thoughtful analysis of the clinical outcome observed in the case and incorporating relevant insights. Conclusion: The conclusion is well-founded, drawing logical connections between the clinical observations and laboratory findings that support the overall assessment.
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