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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Meningoencephalitis is a very serious and dangerous disease that can lead to death, but it has been seen in few cases. On the other hand, because in areas like Senegal, resources and medical services are limited, this research can be useful. Of course, despite the good table that has been prepared, there are problems in the text that need to be resolved. Please read the comment section.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract is well written and concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article has examined 4 cases, which is a very small number and cannot be relied upon for its conclusions, and it is not scientifically generalizable. I also saw discrepancies in the presentation of statistics. For example, in the table you wrote the incubation period as 9 to 22 days, while in the text you wrote 2 to 20 days, and even wrote the average as 12, which is wrong. In addition, I did not see any pathogen in the cerebrospinal fluid of the patients you studied. So how did you diagnose the infection? Please review these cases.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, it is enough
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest you look into more cases because 4 cases are too small to draw conclusions from and is not scientifically generalizable. The table provided is consistent with mine. In addition, no pathogens were reported in the CSF or blood of the patients you studied. So how did you diagnose the infection?
Also, why didn't you look into complementary therapies?
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