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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Line 101 – Data analysis 
The type of statistical anaylsis wasn’t informed (e.g Wilcoxon rank), only the 
software used 
 
Line 108 – 10 patients with tubercular meningitis (exclusion criteria). The correct 
would be a total of 103 patients where 10 were excluded 
 
Ethical issue: 
 
There was no informed consent or ethics committee approval.  
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English writing is poor throughout the paper, it must be re-written 
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