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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. 
 

Unusual manifestations of tuberculoma  

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

 

Yes  

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  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

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. 

There is good clinical correlation with appropriate radio-pathological features  

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

Yes  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

No 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

“Ten to fifteen percent of cases of extrapulmonary tuberculosis (TB) are associated with the central 
nervous system (CNS)[1].” -  This sentence can be re=phrased as Central nervous system forms 10 to 
15 % of extra-pulmonary sites of tuberculosis.  
The manifestations should be enumerated depending on their incidence, for e.g. meningitis should be 
the first manifestation of CNS tuberculosis 
Major part of the introduction reads like the discussion where the patient’s details are mentioned. 
All grammatical mistakes in the Case report has to be corrected too many to be individually 
enumerated 
The discussion also should follow a certain sequence like occurrences of tuberculomas in the CNS, 
their common sites, pathogenesis, differential diagnoses, and modes of presentation. This should be 
followed by the discussion of the case presented.  
The major concern is absence of pathology Images. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Pradeep Vaideeswar 

Department, University & Country Seth GS Medical College, India 

 
 
 
 
 


