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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.


	It is a rare case of serious angioedema with respect to a male patient 61 years of old who developed facial angiodema within twenty four hours of starting gabapentin for post operative neuropathic pain. Gabapentin was discontinued, replaced with pregabalin-nortriptyline, and treated with IV antihistamines, corticosteroids, and FFP, leading to full resolution in 36 hours; Naranjo score indicated probable causality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Appropriate
	

	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 is not comprehensive because the importance of abstract in a case report/case study for a medical journal is like heart of human being. The abstract should have been more clear and descriptive with respect to case study but not to references mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript holds importance for the scientific community because, “the subject matter is good though rarest of rare case and contributing to the literature on gabapentin induced angioedema, which is a rare case but potentially life threatening adverse reaction during post operative use”. Such cases while using pain killers the healthcare professional should be doubly cautious in administering pain killers because these pain killers are allergitic to some of the patients as such the healthcare profession should thoroughly enquire with the patient or accomplice regarding history of medicines that are being used in the past or rejected as they are allergetic to the patient. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient. In a case study a minimum of 15 to 20 references on subject matter will give a comprehensive information for the readers.
	

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


	Not proper Language and pay attention to the grammatical mistakes, spellings and sentence formations.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The main strength and importance of this article are,
a. A clear temporal link between the gabapentin initiation and angioedema on set, supported by rapid and immediate resolution post discontinuation, strengthening the casual inference.

b. The author is careful enough in presenting a clinical photograph with the consent of the patient that gives visual documentation to the readers.

c. As already mention references that are relevant to the subject matter and also the existing literature on the subject are not fully covered as such the author should take care of few more references on the subject matter presented by the luminaries. 

1. the author need to examine the manuscript before sending for publication with respect to grammatical mistakes, spellings and capitalization of words that are important such as presentation  diagnosed anticonclusive gave not too good impression.

2. The author has not given importance  regarding discussions and analysis and in addition run-on sentences  and awkward phrasing, could have been avoided if the author made a look before presentation. 

While sending such an important case study as a healthcare professional to the healthcare magazines that are being mainly looked into by a section of society connected with healthcare. The author should have taken more caution with respect to proof reading and thoroughly re-examining the manuscript before sending. A look at the manuscript gives an impression that the author need to  take much pains in presenting such an important case report to the medical community. 

Not much information was presented in the article  
As already mentioned in the discussions and analysis part the author should have made more elaborative analysis by comparing this case with other existing known cases that are published so far and also the methods, observations made by those luminaries and are they in consistent with the present case study or more elaborative and caution is taken are not discussed.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues – Not mentioned
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