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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

This is a well-written case report. I only have some minor suggestions: 1) Line 17: “It” ->
“It is”? 2) Line 23: “who were” -> “which was”? 3) Line 40: “reported”->“report” 4) Line
42: “that” -> “for patients who”? 5) Line 92: “while was” -> “and”? 6) Line 121: “In a” ->
“A”? 7) Lines 131 —133: Did you mean the case of the current report, or the patients in
the trial of Ref. 16? 8) Line 137: “is important treatment modalities” check grammar 9)
Line 139: “achieved... efficacy”? suggest rephrasing 10) Line 141: “achieved certain
response” -> “partially responded”? 11) Line 144: “Gelolocation”-> “Geolocation”? 12)

Figure 2 caption: “in interwoven and fascicles” check grammar



