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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the

review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

| would like to thank you for your case report containing this valuable information. in
keywords, diplopia (because of the title) should be added.

Although the R-Hyper CVAD drug is a well-known drug, its explanation should
be added.

Please spicified MR image.
Must be added figures of the bilateral papilledema with more qualified figure
Do you have measurement of the intracranial pressure of the patient?

Discussion can be written in more detail.
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