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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Indications are sometimes too vague (“higher” than). Here more precise data would be 
needed. 
 

I have made appropriate corrections and highlighted it. Please check the 
revised manuscript attached. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Could the higher incidence of metastases in the study be due to the larger tumor size? 
 
 

We have not done any statistical analysis, whether large tumor size correlates 
with higher metastatic rate or not because our sample size is very small. But 
higher metastasis could be due to delayed presentation of cases to our 
institute due to lack of awareness of the disease. 

 


