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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes. It’s a rare tumor and more studies are necessary to optimize treatment 
 
Yes 
 
Repetations to be avoided in the abstract. Abstract can be made more comprehensive. 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
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Changes required. 
In case presentation section, kindly clarify whether CT KUB was plain or with contrast. 
 
In results and discussion section, mention whether the initial histopathology (the one done after the 
TUBRT) had shown sarcomatoid differentiation or not. 
 
Intra-operative, multiple enlarged lymph nodes were found. Kindly mention whether these were 
seen on the pre-operative CT scan.  
 
NG tube and GOMCO – Kindly mention the full forms 
 
Urine leak will show as high drain output (not input) and low urostomy output (not input). Clarify if 
any imaging was done to demonstrate the site of leak. 
 
Final histopathology – peri-vesical and not peri-vascular.  
 
You have mentioned that adjuvant treatment in necessary if high grade disease or extra-vesical 
spread. Why did you not give adjuvant treatment in your case? 
 
What is the follow up of the case? How many months or years after the surgery. Any recurrence? 
And any other long-term complication or adverse event, including death 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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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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