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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 
 

There are quite a few reviews that show a synovial cyst causes cauda equine syndrome, 
although it is not frequent. It is established that treatment of lumbar synovial cyst with 
spinal canal stenosis includes removal of the synovial cyst and laminectomy with posterior 
instrumentation. So, you should clearly state what things were different from other patients’ 
clinical courses.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Your abstract consists of 13 lines. You mentioned your patient only in 4.5 lines. The most 
essential thing in the abstract of case report is to describe the clinical course of the patient.  
 
Introduction 
You need to clearly state what was worth reporting the patient.  
 
Case report 
You need to clearly state the most important findings in the patient.  
 
Discussion 
I do not recommend that you review usual treatments of lumbar synovial cyst with spinal 
canal stenosis. You need to clearly state what was worth reporting the patient.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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