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	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 case report demonstrates the clinical usefulness of the PASCAL classification in guiding management of cryptogenic stroke in very young adults. It highlights how combining clinical profile, RoPE score and high risk interatrial anatomy can support decision making for percutaneous PFO closure. The manuscript contributes practical insight into individualized secondary stroke prevention in a population with limited evidence.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, accurate and appropriately reflects the content of the 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 concise and well structured, adequately summarizing the clinical presentation, diagnostic work-up, management and outcome. A brief mention of high risk interatrial anatomy (atrial septal aneurysm) could further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The diagnostic evaluation and management are consistent with current guidelines and evidence. The use of RoPE and PASCAL classifications is appropriate and the decision for PFO closure is well justified in this clinical context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are relevant, appropriate and include key trials, meta-analyses and recent guideline documents. No additional references are required.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written. Minor grammatical and typographical corrections are needed but do not affect scientific clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The case is clearly presented and clinically relevant. Figures appropriately support the text. Minor language polishing is recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are identified. 
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