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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 
 
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) 
 

 
1. The manuscript addresses a rare type of tumor, Extra-Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumors 
(EGISTs), and provides valuable insights into the clinical presentation, diagnosis, and management 
of this condition. Given the rarity of EGISTs, this case report and review are significant for both 
clinical practice and further research. 
 
2. The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. 
 
3. The abstract is comprehensive, but there are minor grammatical errors that need correction for 
clarity and readability. 
 
4. The manuscript is well-structured with clear subsections. However, the "Review of Literature" 
section would benefit from being more detailed and structured. 
 
5. The manuscript appears to be scientifically accurate. The case report is detailed and provides 
relevant clinical information. However, the review of literature could include more recent studies to 
enhance the manuscript's relevance. 
 
6. The references are mostly relevant and recent, but adding more up-to-date references would 
strengthen the manuscript. 
 
Abstract Improvements: 
Correct grammatical errors and ensure clarity. 
Example: "GISTS that develops outside the gastrointestinal tract and have no connection with the 
intestinal wall or serosal surface of the gastrointestinal tubular organs" should be revised for 
grammatical correctness. 
 
Literature Review: 
Expand the "Review of Literature" section to include more recent studies and provide a more 
comprehensive overview of EGISTs. 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Language and Grammar: 
The manuscript requires minor language and grammar corrections to improve readability. 
 Example: "Post-operative use to imatinib delay the recurrence and improves to survival rate" 
should be revised to "Post-operative use of imatinib delays recurrence and improves survival rate." 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

- Consider adding a few more figures or diagrams to illustrate the case report more effectively. 
- Enhance the discussion section by comparing this case with other similar cases in the literature to 
highlight unique aspects. 
 
Given the scientific accuracy, relevance, and minor issues related to language and structure, I 
recommend the manuscript for *Minor Revision*. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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