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Review Form 3

PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Authors present a rather common location of a GIST tumor Tumor proximity to the
jejunoduodenal junction poses some challenges concerning surgical management which are
not thoroughly discussed The tumor was rather benign Nevertheless it mandated use of
imatinib since no GIST is ever benign in the end. This rather common appearance of a GIST is a
good opportunity to discuss medical literature concerning those tumors which are more or or
less rather infrequent in everyday practice

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

Authors could add “ and discussion of the literature “ after their title since this is the main
point of the case report

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.

Authors should provide more details about their case and reduce the size of introduction For
instance they should mention giving imatinib or that the operation was uneventful

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The document looks like more like a notes The text should be organized Authors should discuss the
severity of bleeding episodes and why it took them so long to diagnose the lesion Were all five
episodes presented with melena Why they characterize it a low Gl bleeding? Moreover they should
discuss the characteristics in CT scan made them to proceed in the operation and not performing an
upper endoscopy with a colonoscope if double baloon enteroscopy was not available to take biopsies
They should also explain why they havenot proceeded to perform a PET scan to exclude metastatic
disease. Had the patient any commorbitities that affected his handling

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form
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Lee CM, et al. Gastrointestinal stromal tumor: Computed tomographic features WJ
Gastroenterol 2004;10 : 2417-8

Townsend H. Surgical Management of Gastrointestinal Stromal Tumors J Adv Pract Oncol
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Language is acceptable, but a final judgement would follow when authors present a real document

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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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