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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. 
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