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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 highlights a rare and complex case of Eosinophilic Granulomatosis with Polyangiitis (EGPA) with atypical neurological presentation, emphasizing the importance of early recognition and treatment. The case report provides valuable insights into the clinical features, diagnosis, and management of EGPA with central nervous system involvement. The manuscript contributes to the existing literature on EGPA and serves as a reminder to clinicians to consider this condition in patients with unexplained neurological symptoms and eosinophilia. The findings of this study have significant implications for clinicians and researchers, emphasizing the need for a multidisciplinary approach to diagnose and manage EGPA.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, but an alternative title could be: "Atypical Neurological Presentation of EGPA: A Rare Case Report".
	

	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 comprehensive, providing a clear summary of the case report. However, it could be improved by adding more details about the patient's treatment and outcome.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct, with a clear description of the case and discussion of the relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, covering relevant topics related to EGPA and its neurological

	

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


	The language and English quality are suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written, and the authors have presented a complex case in a clear and concise manner. The addition of more imaging studies or histopathological images could enhance the manuscript's educational value.
The manuscript is well-written, and the case report is valuable. Minor revisions, such as adding more details about the patient's treatment and outcome, would enhance the manuscript's quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript. The authors have provided informed consent and obtained necessary approvals for publication. However, it is essential to verify the patient's consent for publication, ensuring confidentiality and anonymity are maintained
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