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	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.


	There are three reasons why this manuscript is important to the scientific community:

1. This manuscript can provide information related to clinical case studies of Guillain-Barré syndrome (GBS) in adult patients.

2. This manuscript can provide information regarding epidemiology, immunopathogenesis, clinical variants and subtypes, clinical presentation, diagnosis, prior infections, management/treatment, and prognosis.
3. This manuscript can provide information regarding case presentation and management/treatment of Guillain-Barré syndrome (GBS).

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is in accordance with the scope of the case study.
	

	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 article abstract is good and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.


	This manuscript is scientifically correct, because the case study conducted has fulfilled the requirements of the scientific method (a systematic approach to conducting research), namely observation, representation, and interpretation.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	The references used are sufficient and up-to-date because they meet the criteria in terms of relevance, quality, currency, suitability for objectives, assurance, availability, and relevance to previous research.
	

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


	The English quality of this article is good enough for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is acceptable after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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