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This is a well-organized paper about the trends on diagnostic and managing of primary splenic

lymphoma. There are many language errors should be revised.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

A well organized and fairly well written review of primary splenic lymphoma. One key point that the
authors was trying to make is that this type of lymphoma can present as a diagnostic challenge
because of concern with splenic biopsy/FNA. They presented literature evidence to support the
safety of such procedure in this type of patient and concluded that core bx/FNA is feasible with
minimal morbidity and mortality. To make this clear in the paper, I suggest that the authors should
restructure or rewrite the different sections with that focus so that it is make clear to the readers what
points they are trying to make. As written in its present form, the paper read more like an overview
of the disease than the diagnostic challenge/trend. Because the focus is on diagnosis, the section on
how needle biopsy/FNA has shown to be feasible need to be expanded and elaborated. Finally, Fig 8
is a CT not an US. Need to correct. Overall, the topic is informative, but the writing need to be more
focus and there should be better flow from one section to the next so that the readers understand the
main point the authors are trying to make.
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