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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- Grammatical mistakes were the most important defects. All text should revise by a
native English speaker (For example: 11 year(s), all investigation(s), treatment(s),
(as)prevalent, lymph nodes, she have(has), due to increase(d) swelling, also
(been) demonstrated, much abnormality(many abnormalities), having dull look(has
a dull look), having swelling(having to swell), A male child (was) admitted, After
getting treatment, he shows(showed), less than 1% in(of) the lymph node of
Hodgkin's lymphoma, general professional(s)).

Minor REVISION comments

2- It is more appropriate if the authors emphasize the purpose of selecting the case,
including its specificity.

3- Spelling mistakes should be corrected (For example: classic (R)reed-(S)sternberg
cells are, of 91 to 98 per cent(of 91 to 98 percent).

4- Authors, references and keywords section should be arranged according to
journal rules.

Optional/General comments
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