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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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.


	This manuscript highlights an unusual presentation of herpes simplex encephalitis that initially mimicked stroke and Parkinsonism, conditions more commonly encountered in clinical practice. Such atypical presentations are important for the scientific and medical community because they emphasize the diagnostic challenges and the need for heightened awareness of viral encephalitis in diverse clinical settings. Furthermore, the case demonstrates how structured physiotherapy interventions can significantly enhance functional and cognitive recovery in patients with brain injury, filling a gap in the literature on rehabilitation after viral encephalitis. By documenting this integrated medical–rehabilitation approach in a resource-limited context, the report provides valuable insights that may guide clinicians and researchers in improving patient outcomes and shaping future studies on neurorehabilitation after infectious brain injuries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Restoring Function After Viral Brain Injury: Physiotherapy In A Rare Case Of Herpes Simplex Encephalitis,” is generally informative and reflects the main focus of the manuscript. It highlights both the clinical condition and the intervention, which helps readers quickly grasp the subject matter. However, the phrase “Viral Brain Injury” is rather broad, while the case specifically involves herpes simplex encephalitis. Refining the wording to emphasize herpes simplex encephalitis more directly would strengthen the accuracy and clarity of the title. In addition, the phrasing could be simplified to improve readability and align with standard conventions for scientific titles. For instance, alternatives such as “Physiotherapy and Functional Recovery in a Rare Case of Herpes Simplex Encephalitis” or “Restoring Function Through Physiotherapy in Herpes Simplex Encephalitis: A Case Report” may be more concise and precise. Overall, while the title is acceptable, slight modification would enhance its clarity and impact for the scientific community.
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the case, including the background, patient presentation, diagnostic process, and overall conclusion. It successfully communicates the rarity of herpes simplex encephalitis and emphasizes the role of physiotherapy in functional recovery. However, the section is somewhat unbalanced, with more emphasis on clinical presentation and diagnosis than on the rehabilitation outcomes, which are central to the manuscript’s message. I would recommend adding concise details about the physiotherapy program. At the same time, certain phrases in the background could be shortened to avoid repetition and ensure a tighter focus. Overall, the abstract is informative but would benefit from minor restructuring to better reflect both the clinical challenge and the therapeutic success presented in the full text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and provides an accurate description of herpes simplex encephalitis, including its epidemiology, pathophysiology, and diagnostic challenges. The diagnostic process is clearly supported by imaging and CSF PCR confirmation, which aligns with current international guidelines. The physiotherapy program is presented systematically, with appropriate progression and measurable outcomes, adding value to the case report. Nevertheless, some references are slightly outdated, and the inclusion of more recent literature on rehabilitation after viral encephalitis or brain injury would further strengthen the scientific foundation. In addition, while the outcome measures are appropriate and commonly used in neurological rehabilitation, a brief justification of their relevance in the context of encephalitis would enhance the scientific rigor. Overall, the manuscript is correct from a scientific standpoint, with only minor improvements needed to broaden the evidence base and contextualize the rehabilitation approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a well-structured reference list that covers key aspects of herpes simplex encephalitis, its clinical management, and the role of rehabilitation. Several high-quality and authoritative sources are cited, including guidelines and consensus statements. However, a number of references are more than a decade old, and while they remain relevant, the addition of more recent studies, particularly those published in the last five years, would strengthen the currency of the work. In particular, incorporating updated evidence on neurorehabilitation strategies and outcomes in viral encephalitis or related brain injuries would provide stronger support for the physiotherapy component of the report. Overall, the references are adequate, but the inclusion of more recent literature would enhance both the scientific depth and the contemporary relevance of the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally written in clear and understandable English, making it accessible to the scientific community. The authors successfully convey the clinical course, diagnostic process, and rehabilitation outcomes without major ambiguity. However, there are occasional grammatical inconsistencies, minor redundancies, and variations in capitalization that could be improved through careful editing. In particular, smoothing sentence transitions and ensuring uniformity in tense usage would enhance readability and flow. Despite these minor issues, the overall quality of English is suitable for scholarly communication and does not hinder comprehension of the scientific content.
	

	Optional/General comments


	No issue
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

The manuscript adequately addresses ethical considerations. The authors state that written informed consent for publication was obtained from the patient, and they also mention compliance with institutional or international ethical standards. Patient anonymity has been maintained, and sensitive personal information has been omitted. There is no indication of ethical misconduct in the reporting of this case. Nonetheless, it may strengthen the manuscript if the authors specify the approving institutional review board or ethics committee, even if case reports are exempt in their context, to further reassure readers of adherence to ethical norms. Overall, the manuscript appears ethically sound.
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