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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript presents a clinically significant and unfortunate case of suspected infantile malignant osteopetrosis with an aggressive course and possible association with hematological malignancy. The topic is relevant, particularly for pediatricians, radiologists, hematologists, and clinicians practicing in resource-limited settings where advanced genetic diagnostics may not be readily available. The detailed clinical description, radiological findings, and discussion on diagnostic challenges contribute to the educational value of the chapter.
The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it highlights:-
1. The importance of early radiological suspicion in rare metabolic bone disorders.
2. The clinical overlap between osteopetrosis and hematological malignancies.
3. The practical challenges faced in low-resource settings, including limited access to genetic testing and advanced imaging.
4. The need for genetic counseling and antenatal diagnosis in families with recurrent unexplained child deaths.

	

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

	The current title is appropriate; however, it may be strengthened for clarity and specificity.

Suggested alternative title:

“Infantile Malignant Osteopetrosis Presenting with Bone-Within-Bone Appearance and Suspected Hematological Malignancy: A Case Report”

This makes the clinical focus clearer and increases indexing value.

	

	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.

	The abstract covers the essential elements (background, case presentation, discussion, conclusion). However, the following improvements are suggested:

· Clarify whether lymphoma was confirmed or remained a suspicion.
· Remove redundancy in phrasing.
· Briefly mention radiological and hematological findings more specifically.
· Avoid definitive statements such as “HSCT is still under research” — HSCT is an established therapy in selected forms of osteopetrosis; the limitation lies in mutation type and availability.

A slightly more structured abstract (Background, Case, Conclusion) with clearer outcome reporting would improve readability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its description of osteopetrosis pathophysiology and clinical presentation. However, some corrections are necessary:

1. Osteopetrosis inheritance patterns should be described more clearly (autosomal dominant benign vs autosomal recessive malignant forms).
2. The statement that “definitive treatment is not found yet” should be revised — HSCT is considered curative in selected autosomal recessive forms with intrinsic osteoclast defects.
3. The claim regarding HSCT ineffectiveness in TNFSF11, CLCN7, and OSTM1 mutations should be verified carefully, as treatment response depends on mutation subtype and functional defect.
4. The suggestion of lymphoma association remains speculative, as bone marrow and biopsy confirmation were not performed.

The manuscript would benefit from cautious language when discussing suspected lymphoma.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally adequate and include recent literature (2023–2025). However:

· Consider adding a recent comprehensive review or guideline on management outcomes after HSCT in infantile osteopetrosis.
· A recent review on radiologic differentials of “bone-within-bone” appearance would strengthen the academic depth.

Overall, references are appropriate but may be slightly refined for balance between case reports and consensus guidelines.

	

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

	The manuscript requires moderate language editing. Issues include:

· Repetition of phrases like “bone within bone appearance”.
· Minor grammatical inconsistencies.
· Typographical errors (spacing, punctuation, incomplete sentences).
· Some awkward sentence constructions.

Professional language editing is recommended before publication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. Radiological images should have clearer labeling and standardized captions.
2. Differential diagnoses (e.g., heavy metal poisoning, metabolic disorders, treated leukemia) should be briefly mentioned.
3. The discussion on the suspected lymphoma should clearly state it remained unconfirmed.
4. A brief table summarizing classical features of infantile malignant osteopetrosis would enhance clarity.

	




	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
Ethical approval and informed parental consent for publication of clinical details and images must be explicitly stated. If consent was obtained, this should be clearly mentioned in a dedicated “Ethics Statement” section.
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