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PART 1: Review Comments

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

Minor REVISION comments

- Several sentences missing space between the words throughtout the text.

- Names of the etiological agents should follow the International Rules of Zoological
Nomenclature, regarding the genus and species.

- Remove “multivariate logistic regression” from keywords.

- Line 56: white BLOOD cell. Would not it be in the cerebrospinal fluid?

one case of Acinetobacter baumannii, one case of Staphylococcus
Epidermidis ,one case of Streptococcus pyogenes, one case of
Staphylococcus aureus and one case of Pseudomonas aeruginosa were
reported.
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Optional/General comments

- | believe that putting together all tables in a sigle one would make it easier to read
the text.

white blood cell count in CSF > 100 / cells/pL with a percentage of neutrophils
greater than 80 percent
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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