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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 Follow up : subungual tumors have a higher recurrence rate, and considered a good evolution of 
the tumor in less than 2 months is still not prudent.( It would take at least 2 years and not 2 months 
to be able to say that the outcome is successful.) 

 Introduction: we have an introduction that is longer than the presentation of the clinical case.  
Try to reduce it and make the main lines of the treated clinical case appear. 
Too many details on the clinical of Glomus Tumor of Finger 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Review some orthographic and grammatical  mistakes. 
- Specify and justify in your work the non-use of the microscope for the surgery of a 2*2 mm tumor. 
- reference 7 has not been properly quoted 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
We thank the authors for their work. 
But we should also mention the solutions to avoid misdiagnostic in peripheral hospitals? 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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