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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 REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Abstract: Line 16 : Youngest instead of “most youngest”. 

 
2. Results: Line 3: youngest instead of “most youngest”. 

 
3. I feel authors have based their diagnosis of rickettsial infection on screening 

tests, which is a huge limitation of this study. Though the authors have 
mentioned this limitation in their study, but I still feel authors can rename 
their study title as “CNS manifestations in children presenting clinically as 
rickettsial infections” or something similar, instead of saying that they are 
probably rickettsial infections. Large number of cases included in the study 
will turn out to be not of rickettsial origin. 

 
4. The references mentioned in reference list should be in standard Vancuover 

style of referencing.  
 

5. Majority of references are old (more than 5 yrs). Add newer references to 
give weightage to the article. 

 
6. Clinical Photographs of patients should be added. 
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