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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

The authors need to be more explicit on their
intention for this report.

1. Are they reporting double malignancy in this
patient? Which means one in the orbit and the other
in the abdomen?

2.Is it double malignancy in the orbit? If so, they have
to convince the readers of this. This report has not
said this however.

Yes.

Not in the orbit,the title has also been
modified.

Minor REVISION comments

line 23 and 83 'through systemic examination' should be
corrected to read thorough systemic examination

Revised

Optional /General comments

authors should convince the readers what the title
suggests
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