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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 article entitled “Bradbury–Eggleston Syndrome in a Hypertensive Patient: A Therapeutic Challenge”. The topic is appropriate for a case report and highlights important diagnostic and therapeutic considerations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes it is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it may provide a good direction to this field of research.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes but grammatical errors must be rectified.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The “Discussion” portion of the abstract contains an incomplete or unclear sentence (“These predictors, however, need further work…”), which should be revised or removed.

· Introduction must include few sentences about need and relevance of this study.
· In case presentation section”Consider adding a brief timeline or chronological summary of clinical events for clarity”.

· Medication history prior to presentation should be described more explicitly (drug names, doses, duration).

· Improve the readbility of Table 1 for readers.
· Abbreviations should be defined at first mention in both text and tables.

· In Management and outcome section “The rationale for choosing etilefrine over other agents (e.g., midodrine or fludrocortisone) could be briefly discussed.”
· In “Discussion section” Some paragraphs are lengthy and could be condensed to avoid repetition.
· Minor language issues and typographical errors are present and should be corrected.

· In “Conclusion” section Consider emphasizing the learning points and implications for routine clinical practice more explicitly.
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