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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
this an interesting case report and good literature review of a rare CNS tumour IMT. the

study highlights the importance of imaging and treatment modality of such tumour, and

as it is mimic other intracranial lesion additional immunohistochemical analysis are

needed preoperatively and continued post operative imaging and treatment is also

needed. the study high lights that higher recurrence rate of IMT in relation to expression

of ALK protein a receptor tyrosine kinase gene, an assessment that is proposed to be

done to assess risk of recurrence after surgery. As this is a rare tumour in CNS, the study

does summarise the available date so far, the presentation, treatment strategy, diagnosis

and risk of recurrence. the study indicate that IMT have a high recurrence compared to

other intracranial tumour, long term follow up investigation is required. My comments

are in the abstract section there are repeat of sentence and suggest instead of conclusion

change to discussion as suddenly change from a case study to a summary of literature.

in the introduction described studying 100 cases but then only 49 cases is what is

mentioned? at imaging described a left middle cranial fossa mass at surgery tumour is

located at the base of anterior cranial fossa? Age range of disease mentioned some time

3 months but then 8 months what does is it mean comprehensive treatment compared to

complete resection? there are repeated section in epidemiology with previous section.

need improvement of article language,
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Please revise and submit according to the format requirements of the World Journal of

Clinical Cases. The length of the case is too long. Please strictly control the writing

requirements corresponding to each part of the content.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
After the author's revision, the article basically reaches the acceptable standard.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Correction has been made and acceptable
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