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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 
 

 
1. Please provide contrast CT. Vessel involvement will be better seen in 

contrast CT.  
2. White arrowhead in fig 3 refers to right common iliac artery , not external iliac 

artery 
3. Expand TED stocking 
4. MRI could have been done before surgery, as it better delineates fat planes 

and soft tissue infiltration. Please explain why MRI was not done. 
5. When was last time CT scan done for follow up? 
6. Please provide histopathological image for confirmation of diagnosis 

alongwith immunohistopatholgiocal images. 
7. Independent predictors of increased desmoid risk were: germline mutation 

distal to codon 1399- not distal codon 1399 
8. Is it β-Catenin Gene (CTNNB1) or Beta-catenin d (CTNNB1) ? 
9. Follow author guidelines for references 
10. Please provide keywords. 

 

Noted 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Grammatical errors have to be corrected. Few sentences need English editing 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The case is good and interesting 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 


