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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

Dear Editor,

| evaluated the study titled “Effect of Sensory integration,
neurodevelopmental therapy and behavioral therapy on overall development
in a child with cerebral palsy: An interesting case report”. In this study, the
authors presented a 2.5-year-old child diagnosed as cerebral palsy (CP) with
various sensory, behavioral and motor impairments. She was given intense
sensory integration, NDT and behavioral therapy, at the end of 6 months
there was tremendous improvement in child's behavior, motor impairments
and sensory symptoms.

In this case, the classification of cerebral palsy and its topographic features
should be written in more detail. Features should be specified on brain
magnetic resonance imaging. How is hypotonia to be explained when
spasticity is expected in the extremities in cerebral palsy? Hypotonic CP is
no longer included in the CP classifications. The fact that the patient started
treatment at the age of 2.5 can be considered late in terms of early
interventions. It should be explained what does “NDT” mean?

The discussion part of the study should be more detailed.

I think that this case report is insufficient in terms of originality and adding
new information to the literature.

Kind regards

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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