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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
The authors reported an interesting case of a patient with Wernicke's encephalopathy 

that was unconscious upon presentation, with atypical radiologic signs. The title is 

suitable and perfectly reflects the manuscript. The abstract is concise and brief. The 

introduction gives a very good background about Wernicke's encephalopathy. The 

patient's case is well-presented. The authors described clearly the work-up and 

management of the patient. I would like to point out that I really liked the fact that the 

authors mentioned in the "Final Diagnosis" paragraph how they used the medical 

literature to assist them in the diagnosis. In my opinion, good understanding of the 

patient's case and an excellent interpretation of what is published, are key skills to 

achieve a correct diagnosis. The discussion is thorough and informative. The conclusions 

are reasonable and clearly based on the authors' experience. The figure is reliable. I do 

not have any comments, the manuscript is excellent in its current form. 


