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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

[Note 1] The sample size is small, but justified by the rarity of the disease and can be
considered a more recent data generating study compared to the literature.

[Note 2] In the abstract it could have been cited in the methodology what other data
were compared and highlighted, as well as in the results the radiotherapy
techniques that were employed.

[Note 3] Because of the proximity of the spinal cord, the mean dose and PRV
achieved between the radiotherapy techniques could have been mentioned, since 3D
and IMRT have similarities, and therefore the planning time differs and requires
greater precision.

Minor REVISION comments

[Note 4] In using imaging methods (MRI, PET CT...) have been shown to be effective in
post treatment evaluation.

Optional/General comments

[Note 5] The standard treatment is radiotherapy and chemotherapy, in cases of disease
progression, since the disease is rare, or in cases of late diagnosis, that is, in the
worsening of the disease, what would change in the radiotherapy treatment plan?
Management of this patient by the oncologist, radiotherapist and nuclear physician.
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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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