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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

When I received the article, I became interested in the topic, but I found a text written in a 
simple way without highlighting the main events involved in the clinical picture, reinforcing 
the importance of the differential diagnosis. 

The authors could be more emphatic in the different diagnoses.                     
The text must receive adequate formatting, and in the current description there 

             are many scattered sentences. 
             The source of the original article must be included below the figures with the  
             citation that they were authorized by the authors of the figure 
             Note that about 30% of the literature has more than 10 years of publication and  
             this fact may interfere with the discussion of the study. 
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