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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This work is significant because it focuses on three pathologies of different etiologies within the broad spectrum of differential diagnosis for lytic cranial lesions. However, I believe it would be important to first list the frequency of lytic cranial lesions in general and then frame the three pathologies that will be analyzed for comparison.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	I think I should mention that there are three pathologies to treat.
Lytic Skull Lesions: A Comparative Review of Three Pathological Entities.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	I think the summary is good, but I would suggest that the conclusion mention some distinguishing feature between the three pathologies, or whether the study of the pathology alone is the only way to differentiate them.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	I believe the article can be further enriched by placing the three pathologies in their place within the broad spectrum of other lytic lesions and defining if there is any way to distinguish them or presume, based on clinical or imaging findings, to differentiate them.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The paper requires further literature review. I suggest addressing other similar lesions, such as intracranial plasmacytoma, to broaden the comparison and review.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

The English is understandable.


	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 

	Despite being a descriptive study of three cases, I believe it is important to have informed consent.
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