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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 
 

Abstract labelled as summary. 
Language needs to be improved with grammatical 
mistakes . 
Spelling mistakes – ex objective spelt as objectif 
Sentences are not starting with capital  letter. 
Punctuation marks not used properly. 
 
Too many reference for a case report – please go through 
author guidelines , it asks for only 20relevent references. 
 
Latest reference provided by you ,is of 2004 – 12 years old 
. 
 
Objective for the case report is not appropriate . 
 
Headings under which case report and abstract  are 
presented are also not appropriate. 
 
The aim and the purpose of this case report is not clear . 
 
Is it the treatment, histology, site of primary tumor 
,prognosis,chemotherapy,histology of secondary tumoretc 
. 
 
The discussion is not focussed and most of the content 
appears non- specific and vague.. 

 
 
The article was improved; the remarks were 

taken into account 

Recent references have been added 

 

The target is corrected 

We talked about the treatment of the first 

tumor, then the prognosis; The histology and 

chemotherapy of the second cancer 

 

We did a comparison of the series with our 

case in the discussion 
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