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1 Feb 2020

REFEREE: Reviewer 0

Dear AE,

1. The subject topic is relevant, the methodology is adequate, and the logical conclusion is
acceptable.

2. All abbreviations such as MDS, ALL, CLL, and MM need to be spelled out at the
beginning of the article or the first time it is used in the text.

3. The article is riddled with spelling, grammatical, and punctuations errors and there are
many incomprehensible sentences: Here are a few examples:

- Title: CTscan => CT Scan

- Abstract — Objectives: (PNS CT)in => (PNS CT) in

- Theaching => teaching

- between2017 => between 2017

- investigations.symptoms => investigations. Symptoms

Incomprehensible:

- Results: Around 50% of patients with paranasal abnormality suggesting inflammatory
process including microbial and fungal sinusitis during prolonged febrile neutropenia(more
than 4 days)were confirmed that have had similar involvement with no significant changes
febrile starting chemotherapy.
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- that may misleading as probable invasive fungal sinusitis
- “in these patients can be very risky and, in some cases, impossible”

Thanks.

@, REFEREE: Associate Editor | Revision (0)
Dear EIC,

The author should revise the manuscript according to the reviewer's comments.

Thanks.

, REFEREE: EIC | Revision (0)

Dear Authors,

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to [JCM. Please revise your manuscript
according to the reviewer's comments.

Thanks.
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Reply to Reviewers

ldeally, the reviewing process can significantly improve
the submitted manuscripts by allowing the authors to take
into account the advice of reviewers. Author(s) must reply
to all reviewers' comments in a separate Word file, point
by point. A "Reply to Reviewers" document is submitted
along with revised manuscript during submission of
revised files, summarizing the changes that the authors
made in response to the reviewers' comments. The
responses to reviewers' comments specifies how the
authors addressed each comment the reviewers made.

You can read the authors' responses to the reviewers'
comments in the next page.
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Reviewers' Comments:

Authors’ point by point responses to the respected reviewers’ comments (Manuscript ID number:

100684, Title of paper:
“The trend of changes in paranasal CT scan in patients with hematologic
malignancy under chemotherapy”
Dear Professor Akbari,
We agreed to all comments made by the respected reviewers and revised our paper accordingly.

We appreciate the amazing comments made by the reviewers and the impact of those comments

on the quality of our paper.
Yours sincerely,
corresponding author

Comments:

Reviewer 1:
1. The subject topic is relevant, methodology is adequate, and logical conclusion is acceptable.

2. All abbreviations such as MDS, ALL, CLL and MM need to be spelled out at the beginning of

the article or the first time it is used in the text.
v Agreed; All abbreviations revised through the manuscript and heighlighted.

3. The article is riddle with spelling, grammatical, and punctuations errors and there are many

incomprehensible sentences: Here are a few examples:

- Title: CTscan => CT scan. - Abstract — Objectives: (PNS CT) in => (PNS CT) in. - Theaching =>

teaching. - between2017 => between 2017. - investigations.symptoms => investigations. Symptoms

v' Agreed; thanks, these mistakes are corrected.

- Results: Around 50% of patients with paranasal abnormality suggesting inflammatory process
including microbial and fungal sinusitis during prolonged febrile neutropenia (more than 4 days)

were confirmed that have had similar involvement with no significant changes febrile starting
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chemotherapy.

- That may misleading as probable invasive fungal sinusitis.

- “in these patients can be very risky and, in some cases, impossible”
v' Agreed; these sentences are revised.
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Here, you can see the Reviewers, Associate Editors
and EICs' comments from the beginning to the end of the
revision process.

®) REFEREE: Reviewer | Revision (1)

Dear AE,
| reviewed the changes. The article has significantly improved and is now appropriate for

publication.

Thanks.

®) REFEREE: Associate Editor | Revision (1)
Dear EIC,

Thanks to the authors for revising the manuscript according to the reviewers' comments.
Thanks.

®, REFEREE: EIC | Revision (1)

Dear Author,

Please add the ORCID id of at least the first and corresponding authors in the authors
section when submitting the revised manuscript. You can get an ORCID id from the ORCID
website at https://orcid.org.

Thank you
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OPEN PEER REVIEW

Reply to Reviewers

ldeally, the reviewing process can significantly improve
the submitted manuscripts by allowing the authors to take
into account the advice of reviewers. Author(s) must reply
to all reviewers' comments in a separate Word file, point
by point. A "Reply to Reviewers" document is submitted
along with revised manuscript during submission of
revised files, summarizing the changes that the authors
made in response to the reviewers' comments. The
responses to reviewers' comments specifies how the
authors addressed each comment the reviewers made.

You can read the authors' responses to the reviewers'
comments in the next page.
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Dear Editor (EIC Team)
Thank you for your Email.

The ORCID ids are submitted and the clean article with highlighted these ids ( ORCI ids of first
author and corresponding author included) is uploaded.

Shervin Shokouhi
Shsh50@hotmail.com, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9611-2466

Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine Research Center, Shahid Beheshti University of

.Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran

Department of Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine, Loghman Hakim Hospital, Shahid

.Beheshti University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
Ilad Alavi Darazam

[lad13@yahoo.com, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4440-335X

Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine Research Center, Shahid Beheshti University of

.Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran

Department of Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine, Loghman Hakim Hospital, Shahid

.Beheshti University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
:Correspond author
Shiva Shabani

drshivashabani@gmail.com, https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3911-8404

Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine Research Center, Shahid Beheshti University of

.Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran
Dina Jalalvand

dinajalalvand@gmail.com, https://orcid.org/0000-0003-3010-0339



Int J Cancer Manag. Open Peer Review; e100684. Page 10 of 11

Departement of Radiology, school of Medicine Shahid Beheshti University of Medical Sciences

Reyhaneh Jamily

Dr.rayhanehjamily@yahoo.com

Department of Radiology, School of Medicine Shahid Beheshti University of Medical Sciences
Latif Gachkar
Latif.gachkar@gmail.com, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5314-5022

Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine Research Center, Shahid Beheshti University of

.Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran

Department of Infectious Diseases and Tropical Medicine, Loghman Hakim Hospital, Shahid

.Beheshti University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran

A full manuscript without authors’ names which all revised parts are highlighted. The cover
letter is edited and substituted.

Best regards

Shiva Shabani

EIC Decision:

Dear Author,

1. Please add the ORCID id of at least the first and corresponding authors in authors section
when submitting the revised manuscript.

2. Article Standard: Not OK

Your manuscript did not follow the journal's standards, please make it as standard according to
the journal terms and bellow Instructions.

* Please, upload one full manuscript . You have uploaded two different files. one of them as full
manuscript file and the other as cover letter file.

- Revised File Control

* In your main word file (of your manuscript), all revised parts must be Highlighted.
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Here, you can see the Reviewers, Associate Editors
and EICs' comments from the beginning to the end of the
revision process.

®, REFEREE: EIC | Revision (2)

Dear Author,

The document is reviewed carefully by the reviewers. According to their comments and your
revisions as requested, this manuscript is accepted.

Thanks.



