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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
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Another case report of rare pathological finding, uncertain clinical significance
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yes, although part of the images are redundant to my opinion and of low quality. The authors

may consider to leave just CT scan of better quality and H&E slides
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Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

English need to be upgraded

Optional/General comments

The style of the report and discussion sections is a bit peculiar — just bulleted sentences. The
authors might consider re-writing it in more free flow manner
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