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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight 
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance 
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do 
you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The topic is good, considering the rarity of the cases and type of hugh grade tumors. Early 
diagnosis and management is very much needed in treatment of such patients. 
Adding this our medical literature would definitely present a good diagnostic approch of 
such rare presentation. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes, but can be improved a bit- 
“Desmoplastic Small Round Cell Tumor: A Potpourri of Cases Highlighting Diagnostic and 
Therapeutic challenges.” 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you 
suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this 
section? Please write your suggestions here. 

 

Yes, abstract is fine. Some rarity about incidence and their management can be added.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Case report: Picture 1 can arranged properly with a & b clubbed together 
Discussion: Needs improvement 
1. Review of literature should be done more meticulously 
2. Studies should be quoated in discussion. 
3. Rare cases on Desmoplastic small round tumor by other authors should be mentioned. 
4. Considering the rarity of cases, a tabular form of rare cases from literature should be 
mentioned. 
5. Diagnostic approach of small round cell tumor with histology and immunohistochemistry 
should be mentione as to how to differentiate it from othe round cell tumors 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that 
this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically 
sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required 
for this part. 

Technically, this manuscript is fine, adding to rare cases in medical literature.  
Presenting such 3 aggressive clinical cases when published will create enthusiasm among 
young clinicians & researcher to be vigilant in future to diagnose and treat such cases in 
future. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 
- 

Few more recent references within last 5 years can be added.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Yes 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall manuscript can be accepted after few major changes as mentioned above. 
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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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