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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer,
correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that
authors should write his/her feedback

here)
Compulsory As regards the “Introduction”and the “Presentation of the case”, I've no
REVISION comments to make.
comments As regards the “Discussion” I think that it should be shortened.
In particular, I consider uselessness to repeat sentences already present in
the “Introduction”, about the MG and the Dengue Fever.
[ don't think that any conclusion can be made about [VIg and MG from this
case. [ don't think that there was a significant delay in the response to 1Vig:
they need 15 days to work and the patients was discharged after 31 day
(and there was a pneumonia in the meanwhile).
Minor REVISION none
comments
Optional /General | The case is interesting especially for the role of the virus in the progressive
comments worsening of the weakness in the early part of the incubation period.

It provide important information regarding the triggers and the
management of myasthenic crisis in the acute phase.
But I think that the “Discussion” and the “Conclusion” should be re-written.
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