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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 details the successful diagnosis and treatment of an 11-year-9-month-old male child suffering from acute encephalomyelitis combined with anti-NMDAR encephalitis. This combination is a severe neuroimmune condition characterized by extensive inflammation of the brain and spinal cord
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the  manuscript is  scientifically robust and technically sound. However, inclusion of  the specific antibody (anti-NMDAR) in the title highlights the scientific robustness of the diagnostic findings which would increase the manuscript’s "searchability" and scientific specificity
	

	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 and well-structured. I suggest adding the specific dosage of methylprednisolone ($5~mg/kg/d$) and clarifying the management of the DVT complication. Additionally, the description of post-recovery activities could be more concise to maintain a scholarly tone."


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The clinical approach and findings are scientifically sound and align with established medical protocols for treating severe neuroimmune disorders.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript are sufficient in number and recent, which is a significant strength of this case report.

· Correct Duplicate Entries: Reference [10] is identical to Reference [12], and Reference [27] is identical to Reference [30]. These should be consolidated.


	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, as the technical descriptions are clear and the clinical narrative is easy to follow. However, there are minor issues that should be addressed in a revision to meet high-level publication standards:

· Untranslated Terms: On page 3, the word "迟钝" (dulled) remains in Chinese characters and must be translated to English.

· Grammatical Precision: There are minor phrasing issues, such as in the Abstract where "Relying on multidisciplinary collaboration... complications were actively managed" is a dangling modifier (the complications did not rely on the collaboration, the doctors did).

· Table Formatting: Table 1 contains several fragmented words and non-English characters that appear to be artifacts of a document conversion error (e.g., "Fev", "M", "Head", "erh"). This table requires significant cleanup for legibility.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This case report details the successful diagnosis and treatment of an 11-year-9-month-old male child suffering from acute encephalomyelitis combined with anti-NMDAR encephalitis. This combination is a severe neuroimmune condition characterized by extensive inflammation of the brain and spinal cord
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes. The manuscript includes a highly recognizable photograph of the child’s face in fig 2. While the eyes appear partially blurred in the provided text, the use of a direct facial photograph is a significant privacy concern.
Most journals require a statement indicating whether the case report was reviewed or exempted by an Ethics Committee or IRB . This is missing from the provided text.

Fig 3 (Venous Ultrasound) and Figure 4 (the child playing basketball) are used to document recovery. Ensuring these images are authentic and not digitally altered (other than for anonymization) is a standard ethical requirement for scientific manuscript
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