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	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.

	· Research can yield promising results by intensively and meticulously studying a single case and conducting comprehensive examinations that might be difficult to provide for a large number of patients.

· Research can serve as a reference for the symptoms and specific tests of a disease that is difficult to diagnose and can be confused with similar illnesses.
	

	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.

	· The introduction should discuss enzyme (Creatine Phosphokinase) And explain their effects on the body and disease.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Half of the references are not recent.
· The writing of sources No. 6 and 10 must be amended, as they were written without details despite their modernity
	

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

	yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	· There is a note that I hope  correct. The researcher wrote in the paper (I mean the title and the rest of the paper): In modern medical terminology, it is preferable to use the word Creatine instead of Creatinine when talking about the enzyme (the enzyme is called Creatine Phosphokinase) because creatinine is the waste product that the kidneys measure.
· The writing of the sources in the introduction and discussion must be rearranged according to the magazine’s template.
· Adding a paragraph about the main enzyme(Creatine Phosphokinasein )the research, its importance, reasons for its secretion in the body, etc
· The researcher writes (Case Presentation) instead of MATERIALSANDMETHODS. He should  dividing it into paragraphs that talk about the sample (the patient )and his medical history, and the samples taken for examination, such as blood, etc. Then comes the results section, where the results are initially presented with a table and then explained.
· The researcher mentioned (Peripheral smear showed bicytopenia with relative lymphocytosis)but he didn't write the result of CBC (He should write it)
·  For discussion, it is weak and does not show the strength of the research and what the researcher’s findings. I advise re-writing in a more scientific manner, linking the results together, and arranging the results in a more professional way, while writing the results of  CBC .
· Since he was a single patient, more tests could have been done to be a more accurate study, for example myglobin and AST & LDH enzymes, a PCR swab for respiratory viruses to accurately determine the cause.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

NO
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