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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 
 

The chronology they expose is confusing. 
Apparently, in 2017, a functional pituitary adenoma was diagnosed and surgically removed, and later in 2021 
he presented another adenoma that is now becoming an ACTH producer? 
The two events must be separated or the dates corrected. 
The chronology they expose is confusing. 
Apparently, in 2017, a functional pituitary adenoma was diagnosed and surgically removed, and later in 2021 he 
presented another adenoma that is now becoming an ACTH producer? 
The two events must be separated or the dates corrected. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There is inconsistency in the chronology of events, because if an ACTH-producing adenoma had already been 
removed, it is not a transformation of a silent adenoma into an ACTH-producing one 
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