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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript contributes valuable clinical insight into the presentation, diagnosis, and management of Guillain–Barré syndrome (GBS) in an adult patient within a real-world hospital setting. By detailing clinical progression, laboratory findings, and therapeutic response to intravenous immunoglobulin, the case reinforces established diagnostic principles while highlighting the importance of early intervention. The inclusion of comprehensive laboratory trends and treatment regimens adds educational value for
clinicians, pharmacists, and trainees. Overall, the report strengthens clinical awareness of GBS and emphasizes multidisciplinary management to improve patient outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	es, the title is generally suitable, as it accurately reflects the content and nature of the manuscript. However, it may be slightly improved for clarity and academic precision.
Suggested alternative title:
A Clinical Case Report of Guillain–Barré Syndrome in an Adult Male Patient
	

	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 largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering introduction, case presentation, management, and conclusion.
Suggestions for improvement:
· Consider briefly mentioning the diagnostic basis (clinical criteria ± supportive investigations) to strengthen scientific clarity.
· Laboratory findings could be summarized more concisely to avoid overemphasis.
· The abstract may benefit from a short statement on clinical outcome at discharge. No major deletions are necessary; only minor refinements are recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and accurate. The clinical presentation, disease progression, immunopathogenesis, diagnostic rationale, and management strategies are consistent with current medical literature and established guidelines for Guillain–Barré syndrome. The discussion appropriately correlates clinical
findings with pathophysiology and treatment outcomes. Minor grammatical inconsistencies do not detract from the scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate, sufficient, and largely recent, including authoritative sources such as The Lancet, New England Journal of Medicine, and Nature Reviews Neurology. These references adequately support the scientific content.
Optional additional references (not mandatory):
· Leonhard SE et al. Diagnosis and management of Guillain–Barré syndrome in ten steps. Nat Rev Neurol. 2019.
· van Doorn PA. Treatment of Guillain–Barré syndrome and CIDP. J Peripher Nerv Syst. 2013.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, and sentence-structure inconsistencies are present, particularly in the Discussion section. A light professional language edit is recommended to enhance clarity, fluency, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This is a well-organized and educational case report that effectively integrates clinical findings with pathophysiological understanding and therapeutic rationale. The tables are informative and enhance readability. With minor revisions focused on language polishing and abstract refinement, the manuscript would be suitable for publication. The case has good teaching value and clinical relevance.
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	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?
	No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript does not disclose patient-identifying information, and the case presentation appears to respect patient confidentiality. However, it is recommended to explicitly state that informed consent was obtained (or waived, if applicable) for publication, as per journal
standards.
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