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Compulsory REVISION comments Please omit reference in the abstract section. Some spell corrections are required. Please | Abstract section corrected
elaborate any abbreviation in the first instance of the text as ICD. Please use elaboration of
abbreviation of the terminologies in the manuscript. Please avoid using bullets in the Corrected as suggested

discussion while describing history. The description of signs/symptoms, diagnostic
modalities & management plans are not part of the discussion. Justify the management
done here with meta-analysing with some other case reporters in essential. Too many Corrected
references are usually not needed in case reporting. Anyways, the case is interestin,
managed definitely well. Please correct as per suggestions, for publication.

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?

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




