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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1.Major correction on writing and English is necessary. What needs to be corrected
are high- lighted by yellow colour and questions asked by reviewer are high -lighted
by red colour.

2. No need to include in detail of other studies and findings. It is to compare and just
to refer them. However, please code properly. E.g in our study...... but in study by
authors et al [ref] similar finding or contrast finding

3. The studies look into the same outcome should be used to compare. Those which
studied the bone metastases should not be compared with your study when your
study did not include bone scintigraphy.

4. English needs to be corrected.

5. The manuscript is attached by highlighting red and yellow colours.

The manuscript has been modified

Minor REVISION comments
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