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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 is a high-quality manuscript with a significant scientific contribution with an intervention that successfully uses an early supportive therapy without PLEX or LT as treatment for acute liver failure (caused due to mushroom consumption). The adaptiveness of the HOPE Score and successful treatment of the adult (the female child's father), not only the female child, makes it particularly impactful. With some tightening of the title, abstract, references, and conclusion, this manuscript should be of great importance for the scientific community.

	

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

	Rephrase the title for clarity; the use of the word "successfully" is not really needed. I recommend: 
Management of Amatoxin-Induced Acute Liver Failure in a Female Child Through Pharmacological Treatment: Significance of HOPE Score
Also, is it necessary to include "female child" in the title, since the father also responds to the same treatment?

	

	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 background section is well written, but it should not end with this: "Only about 100 species of mushrooms are toxic to humans (1)." It would be more suitable to add a little more about this. The objectives need to be clearly stated.
The dose of N-acetylcysteine infusion [150 mg/kg intravenous (IV) loading followed by 50 mg/kg over 4 hours and 100 mg/kg/day until biochemical improvement] has not been precisely defined; it remains undefined until recovery. For the conclusions, recommendations were stated based on your findings, which is awesome.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically backed up, as it comes with a clear research question, the treatment approach is clear enough, and the conclusions, "The uniqueness of our report lies in a pediatric-familial duo presenting with ALF and complete reversal without PLEX or LT, emphasizing that early supportive therapy can be lifesaving, even with higher HOPE scores, in resource-limited settings, especially when started during or before the advent of stage 3 of intoxication," supported by the results, show the originality of the work. Ethical standards are met; as it is stated that it is not required for this study, the discussion is balanced, and the references need a little tweak as stated in the comment. Overall, the manuscript has good scientific reliability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent enough, but they are not consistent in the format. Adding more references to further show the significance of this work will do no harm. I recommend this: Ma, K. W., Chok, K. S., Chan, C. K., Dai, W. C., Sin, S. L., Lau, F. L., Chan, S. C., & Lo, C. M. (2017). Liver transplantation: a life-saving procedure following amatoxin mushroom poisoning. Hong Kong medical journal = Xianggang yi xue za zhi, 23(1), 93–96. https://doi.org/10.12809/hkmj154616

	

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

	Minor typo: "lim it" instead of "limit." Apart from that, it is written in clear, communicative language. suitable for scholarly communication

	

	Optional/General comments

	a-Informed patient consent: Written informed consent was taken from the parents of the case for publication.
b-Informed patient consent: As this manuscript does not contain any content that could reveal the patient's identity, written informed consent was not obtained from the guardians. 
The two statements above contradict each other; I believe it should be a typo that needs to be clarified before publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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