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	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 examines clinical and demographic factors associated with liberation from mechanical ventilation in neurologically critical patients, providing region-specific data from southeastern Mexico, where evidence on ventilatory weaning in neurocritical populations is limited. The study identifies key clinical and ventilatory indicators linked to extubation(ing) outcomes, aiding clinicians in recognizing patients at risk of weaning failure and supporting more informed decision-making in neurocritical care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested-   the phrase “Mechanical Ventilator Liberation” is less commonly used than “Weaning from Mechanical Ventilation” or “Ventilator Weaning Outcomes” in critical care literature.
	

	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.


	Suggestions: 1. The study design should be clearly mentioned as a retrospective descriptive study in the methods section. 2. Sample size (n = 50) should be stated at the beginning of the results to show the scale of the study. 3. The results section includes many detailed physiological values; presenting only the most important indicators may improve readability. 4. In conclusion, briefly mention the clinical importance of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable but would benefit from minor revisions to improve clarity and presentation.


	

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

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


	A professional language editing service is recommended
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides useful regional data from southeastern Mexico, which may contribute to improving clinical decision-making in intensive care settings. The manuscript is generally well organized, and the objectives, results, and conclusions are clearly presented.
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