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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

World Journal of Clinical Cases– 70630   Thank you for having an opportunity to 

review this case report by Dr. Yang et al. They presented the case of a 4-year-old boy 

with multidrug-resistant epilepsy and poor response to vagus nerve stimulation, 

showing better therapeutic responding to perampanel. The authors reported his detailed 

clinical course and emphasized the therapeutic potential of perampanel for young 

children with multidrug-resistant epilepsy. Although the main findings in this research 

is interesting, there are several major and minor points which should be addressed for 

the acceptance.  Major 1. The authors showed the literature review about the 

therapeutic efficacy of perampanel in young children. Although this review is very 

valuable, the authors should refer to the result of this review in Discussion section in a 

more detailed way, particular in therapeutic efficacy and adverse events in young 

children.  Minor 1. Since this report is a case presentation, the title should be modified, 

“A young child with multidrug~”. 2. In background of Abstract section, the authors 

should provide the clinical problems or limitations to emphasize the importance of this 

case report in a more detailed way. 3. In the outcome and follow-up section, the authors 

should provide the precise follow-up duration after the introduction of perampanel. 4. If 

available, please provide the result of brain MRI examination after the introduction of 

perampanel. 5. In Discussion section, the reference is not enough. The authors should 

provide appropriate reference numbers in each sentence in necessary. 6. In the final 

paragraph of Discussion section, the authors should provide the keywords and the 

duration for searching reports for the literature review. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The article is interesting, the topic is actual. The article is well written, read with interest. 

 


