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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This manuscript entitled “Neurocutaneous Melanosis with A Cystic-Solid Meningeal
Melanoma In An Adult: A Case Report and Literature Review” is very interesting and
valuable. However, it is better to insert the word of “intracranial” in the title. For
Example, “Neurocutaneous Melanosis with Intracranial Cystic-Solid Melanoma in An

Adult: A Case Report and Literature Review”
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The manuscript entitled " Neurocutaneous Melanosis with A Cystic-Solid Meningeal
Melanoma In An Adult: A Case Report and Literature Review" seems interesting,
however, number of changes are required. the title is not specific and as it is also a
review article the word "an adult" should be changed. introduction is very brief and
requires more specific information,. do the authors prefer MRI or cerebrospinal fluid ?
please make it clear and discuss in dicsussion. in results, case report and other literature
may be discuused separately,. No headings in the discussion section are required.
please make the conclusion more specific and conclusive. pictorial representation is poor.

more reference may be added.




