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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides valuable insights into From Spasms to Strength: Rehabilitating West Syndrome, addressing critical gaps in existing literature. The findings have significant implications for the scientific community, industry, policy-makers, etc. 
The study’s methodology and discussion contribute to advancing knowledge in this domain. 
Overall, it is a meaningful addition to the field and will benefit researchers, practitioners, and educators alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	“From Spasms to Strength: Rehabilitating West Syndrome” The title is appropriate and reflects the study’s scope. 
	

	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 covers the essential aspects of the study but could benefit from a more concise summary of key findings. 
It would be useful to explicitly mention the primary research question and highlight the study’s practical implications. 
Consider refining the conclusion for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. 
The methodology is well-defined, and the data analysis is appropriate. 
However, a more detailed discussion of the limitations and possible confounding factors would strengthen the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not relevant and insufficient. 
Adding citations from recent studies published in the last five years, particularly in pharmacological treatments, such as adrenocorticotropic hormone (ACTH) therapy and antiepileptic drugs managing seizures, would enhance the literature review. 
	

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

	
The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor grammatical refinements and sentence structuring would improve readability. 
A professional language review is recommended for better fluency.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents an interesting and well-researched topic. 
Additional clarity could benefit some areas, such as referencing and citations. 
Further, adding a comparative discussion with previous studies would improve the context of the findings. 
Overall, it is a well-written and informative paper.

	







	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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