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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 
 

01 
There are some sentences in the text without reference to a previous study (or studies) in order to give evidence to their 
statements. Without references, these statements would be mere assumptions or allegations by the authors of the manuscript. 
Therefore, each of the following sentences need at least one reference to back up their statement: 
“Brain metastases have been detected in a few of people with osteosarcoma.” 
“The onset of brain metastases is rare and frequently is the last stage of the clinical history because long-term survival in these 
patients is very less.” 
“The absence of active pulmonary metastasis at the onset of brain metastasis and the complete removal of all brain metastases by 
craniotomy are common to the long-term survivors.” 
“In such patients, therefore, it would be worthwhile to perform craniotomy aggressively along with excision of the primary tumor.” 
02 
“CT Brain was done to see for bony extension of the occipital-parietal swelling which confirmed the diagnosis of osteosarcoma of 
the brain” 
A CT-scan does not confirm any diagnosis of osteosarcoma without a histopathological exam. Where are the results of some 
histopathological exam? Please present a microphotograph of the histopathological exam, otherwise the diagnosis of 
osteosarcoma is a mere allegation. 
03 
Please add to the manuscript a picture of the PET scan. 
04 
The biggest issue with the case report is the lack of follow-up.  
05 
“Long-term survival was obtained in our patient after his craniotomy and excision of primary tumor due to timely intervention.” 
Which “long-term survival”? This patient was not even followed up! 
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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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