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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

1. In Table 1 in Control group Number and percentage are missing 2. Title should be more descriptive.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

In fact this is an interesting study regarding the importance of preoperative embolization of primary
bone tumors. The overall structure of the manuscript is complete according to the journal’'s
requirements and also the topic falls within the scope of the journal. Furthermore, the language
grading is A. On the other hand I would like to make the following comments: 1. Considering the
way the control group was recruited (retrospectively from records) this is better described as a case
control study. 2. The type, grade and staging of the tumor are important characteristics that affect its
“bleeding potential” and type of operation. In your study you examine the effectiveness of
preoperative embolization in 2 groups with at least 3 different type of tumors or tumour like lesions,
unknown staging and grading and different locations. I believe that in order to extract safer
conclusions the two groups should be more homogeneous: i.e, ABC in extremities same grade and
same type of operation. Otherwise different tumors in different sites treated with different types of
operation have different potential for bleeding. Therefore in my opinion the above research should be
reorganized and represented according to the comments.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Please, keep the introduction on to present the current state of the topic. Avoid te historical references.

Which were exclusion criteria? Were the patients of the control group matched to those of study

group only for the diagnosis? That could be an important bias in relation to the achieved results.

There was any difference between the results of patients with a > 75% reduction of tumor blush and

those with a reduction 50-75%? There was any difference between the result of patients embolized

using the combination gelfoam-PVA and those embolized using PVA only? Please, add a table

comparing your results with those of other authors from the reports of the literature.




