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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.


	This manuscript presents a clinically relevant case of gabapentin-induced angioedema, a rare but potentially serious adverse reaction. The topic contributes to pharmacovigilance awareness and highlights the importance of monitoring safety even with widely prescribed medications. Such reports help clinicians identify uncommon reactions early and guide safer postoperative pain management. Therefore, the case holds value for practitioners and the academic community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the content. No change required.


	

	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 summarizes the case but contains grammatical errors and lacks clarity. Key points such as the sequence of events and rationale for switching medications should be more clearly stated. The language must be revised for accuracy and readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The case is relevant; however, the manuscript suffers from major scientific and structural issues. Clinical details require clearer chronology, and certain statements lack adequate explanation or referencing. The discussion is superficial and does not provide a strong comparison with existing literature. Major revision is required.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and recent. However, additional citations regarding drug-induced angioedema and postoperative pharmacovigilance could strengthen the discussion.


	

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


	No. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical mistakes, spelling errors, improper capitalization, and not properly constructed sentences. The English must be thoroughly edited for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	While the case is of interest, the manuscript requires substantial revision—particularly in language, structure, and scientific depth. The Introduction and Discussion contain repeated content, imprecise statements, and limited academic rigor. Clear re-organization and professional editing are essential before reconsideration.

The manuscript has merit but requires extensive improvements in language, structure, and scientific clarity before it can be considered for publication.
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