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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Primary hepatic follicular dendritic cell sarcoma is very rare neoplasm and their
successful clinical experience is valuable. I have several comments. 1. As the authors

described, incidence rate of hepatic and splenic inflammatory pseudotumor (IPT)-like




o . 7901 Stoneridge Drive, Suite 501,
B a l S h ld e n g Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA
o . Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
P u b ll S h mn g Fax: +1-925-223-8243
o D E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
3“15')1‘19“9@ Group https:/ /www.wjgnet.com

FDCS relatively higher. I consider IPT-like FDCS could be differential diagnosis from the
findings of Figure 1. The authors should document their diagnostic strategy for
differential diagnosis between FDCS and IPT-like FCDS. 2. Please add the literature
review of previous series of hepatic FDCS / IPT-like FCDS. 3. How about Ki-67 LI
(MIB-1 index) in this case. 4. “EBER” should be documented as “EBV-encoded small
RNA (EBER)”.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Thank you for submitting your very interesting case report, I found it very intriguing

and I am sure many readers will agree with my opinion. However, the paper requires

some proper English language editing to make more comprehensible and easy to read.
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For example in page 5, lines 3&$; you wrote: (The patient did not subsequently receive
either adjuvant chemotherapy or radiotherapy, except during regular reexamination),
this does not make sense. It should be written this way: Except for regular follow up
examination, the patient did not receive adjuvant chemotherapy or radiotherapy. There
are few other miswording that need attention. Overall, scientifically speaking it was

well-presented case report.
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