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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 REVISIONcomments - English language: it is suggested that the paper is re-written
by a native English speaker, or an interpreter.
- Introduction should include some cites showing the
increasing incidence of thyroid carcinoma in the last 10 years,
together with cites showing the low frequency of systemic
metastatic disease in these patients (including orbital
metastasis)
- Did the patient receive remnant ablation with radioiodine? If
so, how was the whole body scan after radioiodine
administration? If no, why it was decided not to administrate
radioiodine.
- How was the outcome of Thyroglobuline levels after
treatment (radiotherapy, radioiodine?)
-Did the patient have a 18-FDG-PET CT to evaluate complete
extension of the disease? Lung metastasis? It is strange to see a
patient with a papillary thyroid cancer metastatic to bone and
orbit without lung metastasis. If this is the case, it should be
addressed and additional bibliography should be included.
- Discussion should be shortened. It is very repetitive and the
concepts should be grouped and not considered again and
again.
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