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Reviewer’s Comment for Publication: 
This case report effectively draws attention to a rare presentation of pediatric T-cell lymphoblastic lymphoma 
with primary bone involvement. It underscores the critical role of early biopsy and multidisciplinary management 
to improve diagnostic accuracy and treatment outcomes. While limited by its case-based nature, the report 
contributes valuable insights into the diagnostic complexities and emphasizes vigilance for lymphoma in atypical 
pediatric bone lesions. 
 

Reviewer’s Comment / Report 

 
Strengths: 

• The paper presents a detailed and rare clinical case, emphasizing the diagnostic challenges associated with 
primary bone involvement in pediatric T-cell lymphoblastic lymphoma. 

• It comprehensively reviews the clinical presentation, imaging findings, histopathological analysis, and 
management strategies. 

• The discussion highlights the importance of multidisciplinary collaboration and prompt biopsy to avoid 
delayed diagnosis. 

• The inclusion of imaging descriptions and histopathological confirmation enhances understanding of the 
diagnostic process. 

• The paper underscores the significance of considering lymphoma in differential diagnoses for atypical 
bone lesions in children. 

 
 
Weaknesses: 

• The report is based on a single case, limiting the generalizability of the findings. 
• The literature review, while informative, could be expanded to include more recent studies or broader 

epidemiological data. 
• Details regarding long-term follow-up, treatment outcome, and prognosis are limited or absent. 
• Some sections lack depth in discussing differential diagnoses and their distinguishing features. 
• The presentation could benefit from clearer clinical timelines and more structured discussion sections. 
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Accept as it is ………………………………. 
Accept after minor revision………………   
Accept after major revision ……………… 
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