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Comments to the Author First of all, I thank the authors for presenting the case. 
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significant points should be clarified: 1- Firstly, it has been claimed that MECP2 
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asymptomatic mother (confirmed), who, in turn, inherited it from her mother 

(unconfirmed).’ The authors could not assume whether the mother inherited it from her 

mother. Thus this assumption should be removed.  5- In the second paragraph of the 

discussion section, physical examination findings which were written in the case 

presentation section have been rewritten. This repetition should be removed. It has been 

determined with a strikethrough in the article. Kind regards 
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