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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 
 

The case is interesitnng. 
 
The differential diagnosis is Ewing sarcoma. 
Fortunately, the diagnosis was not Ewing sarcoma. 
But, the authors shoud have delt with the case with a possibility of Ewing sarcoma. 
The authors should make clear in strategy of making the dianosis in the case 
presentation and discussion. 
Becaseus osteomyelitis and Ewing sarcoma has similar clinical features. 
Especially, the culture seemed to be negative in the case. 

In front of this clinical context ; the conservation of the general state 
and the absence of the signs of malignancy ; and the fact that Tunisia is 
an endemic country we retained the diagnosis of acute osteomyelitis of 
the posterior column . 
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 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 

 
 
 


