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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 
 

 
Concerning the structure of the manuscript and the scientific writing issues:  
The manuscript needs English editing. 
It should be better structures using secondary headings. 
The author(s) should state incidence and prevalence of Psudo acute hemi-
cerebellitis and areflexia and highlight the importance of discussing the case under 
study.  
The author should clarify the atypical clinical presentation and compare it to the 
typical ones. 
There must be a better review of the literature  with more recent references. 
The manuscript must show added value that is clear and highlighted at the end of 
discussion, and this is not happening. 
 
 

Thank you for your review, I am currently working in the English editing part, 
and I am trying to use a secondary heading. 
For the incidence and the prevalence of seudo-tumoral acute hemi-cerebellitis 
is an extremely rare.  
Also, i Added the importance of mentioning such a case especially she had 
atypical clinical picture.  
The typical and atypical presentations were highlighted in the study with the 
comparison between them. 
Unfortunately, no more studies talk about it before, so my references were the 
update once. 
I added a conclusion part mentioning the value that I want to add by reporting 
the case. 
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