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	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 the practical clinical application of the PASCAL classification in guiding secondary stroke prevention in an exceptionally young adult with cryptogenic stroke. The case is well documented and demonstrates how probabilistic stratification combining RoPE score and high-risk interatrial anatomy can inform decision-making regarding PFO closure. Given the ongoing debate on causality versus association in PFO-related stroke, especially in very young patients, this report adds educational value for neurologists and interventional cardiologists. The case reinforces individualized management strategies rather than a purely anatomical approach.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, specific, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.
No change suggested.

	

	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 clear and well structured. It appropriately summarizes the clinical presentation, diagnostic workup, use of the PASCAL classification, and therapeutic outcome.
Suggestion: Consider briefly mentioning the presence of a highly mobile atrial septal aneurysm in the abstract, as this is a key high-risk anatomical feature influencing the PASCAL classification.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The diagnostic approach, imaging interpretation, therapeutic decisions, and follow-up are consistent with current evidence and guidelines. The rationale for PFO closure is appropriately justified using validated probabilistic tools rather than anatomy alone.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and up to date, including recent high-quality studies and guideline documents. No mandatory additional references are required. Minor formatting inconsistencies in reference punctuation may be corrected during copyediting.


	

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


	Overall language quality is good and understandable.
Minor issues:
· Occasional typographical errors (e.g., spelling of “rhythm,” “positioning,” “echocardiography”)

Minor grammatical inconsistencies
A light professional language edit is recommended
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figure legends could be slightly expanded to improve standalone clarity.

· Consistency in terminology (transesophageal vs transoesophageal) should be ensured throughout the manuscript.
Recommendation

Minor Revision
The manuscript is scientifically robust and clinically relevant. Only minor revisions related to language polishing and small clarifications are suggested.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues identified. The case report appears compliant with ethical standards, and patient management followed standard clinical practice.
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