Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Medicine and Medical Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAMMR_150008

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Atypical Neurological Presentation of Eosinophilic Granulomatosis with Polyangiitis: Concurrent Quadriparesis and Seizures as Initial Manifestations

	Type of the Article
	Case report


	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 manuscript highlights a rare and aggressive neurological presentation of EGPA, with simultaneous quadriparesis and refractory seizures, expanding the known spectrum of the disease. It underscores the importance of early recognition and differentiation from conditions like Guillain-Barré syndrome, providing valuable insights for timely diagnosis and management in clinical practice.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	An alternative could be:

"Simultaneous Peripheral and Central Nervous System Involvement in Eosinophilic Granulomatosis with Polyangiitis: A Case of Quadriparesis and Refractory Seizures"

	

	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 but could be improved by emphasizing the rarity of simultaneous CNS and PNS involvement as an initial EGPA presentation. Briefly mentioning negative ANCA and exclusion of clonal HES would strengthen the diagnostic context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. 
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	Adding 2–3 key papers on EGPA management and CNS involvement would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, being clear and professional. Minor grammatical refinements and sentence restructuring could further improve readability and conciseness.
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None are apparent. 
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