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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

Lines 5-6,9-10, and 106 need to be reframed.

we had the article edited for English language
and expression mistakes (Lines 5-6,9-10, and
106)

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The paper could also give some examples of one or two
other cases and how this case differs form the earlier
cases of Mythomania, in the literature, and what progress
were made in their cases after treatment.

Since the treatment in this case could not reach a logical
conclusion, what further line of action could have been
taken or will be taken, needs to be specified.

What are the legal conclusions drawn after the case was
studied by the author.

All this needs to be included to make the paper more
comprehensive

We thank you a lot for your interest and

support.
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