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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments 1) Kindly discuss differential diagnoses to your cases.
2) Kindly discuss about brown tumor.
3) Some references are too old to be considered add some new citations and All the corrections modifications mentioned by the reviewer has been
delete old ones, recently Chandolia B et al have reported a case of considered accrodingly

concurrence of Giant cell tumor with aneurysmal bone cyst, discuss this in
the discussion part also cite their article in references, for your convenience
the citation of their article is given below in brackets.

(Chandolia B, Bajpai M, Arora M. Central Giant Cell Granuloma with Aneurysmal Bone
Cyst in a 28-Year Male Patient: A Rare Concurrence. J Coll Physicians Surg Pak. 2018
Jun; 28(6):S128-S129. doi: 10.29271/jcpsp.2018.06.5128)

4) Kindly discuss about the histopathology,
5) 1 would like to know whether incisional biopsy was done in any of the cases.
6) Try to cite articles from sciencedomain journals.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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