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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 case report is significant as it documents a rare but clinically important adverse reaction—periorbital edema—linked to amoxicillin-clavulanic acid in a postpartum patient. It highlights the diagnostic challenge of distinguishing drug hypersensitivity from infectious etiologies like orbital cellulitis in an obstetric setting. Furthermore, the use of standardized causality tools like the Naranjo scale provides a methodological framework for clinicians to assess and manage such reactions effectively.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate as it clearly identifies the culprit drug, the specific adverse event, and the patient population involved.
	

	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 follows a logical structure, covering the background, case summary, causality assessment, and clinical conclusion. It effectively summarizes that the reaction was a "Probable" correlation according to the Naranjo scale.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The authors correctly identified the temporal relationship between the IV administration of the drug and the onset of symptoms (5 minutes). The exclusion of infectious causes based on the lack of fever, proptosis, or limited ocular movement is clinically valid. However, there is a discrepancy in the patient's age: she is described as 38 years old in the case summary but 32 years old in the discussion. This must be corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include both foundational knowledge on drug eruptions and recent case studies related to the topic.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, though minor proofreading is required to resolve the age discrepancy mentioned above and ensure consistency in terminology (e.g., "POBABLE" should be corrected to "PROBABLE").
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