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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 
 

I thank all the authors for this rare and interesting case report. The work is sufficient in content but 
contains editing errors. My suggestions for the acceptance of the work are listed below: 

1. Abstract: Very long and over 300 words. Abstract titles are out of order. Correct again 
according to the journal rules. References are used in the abstract; please remove the 
references. 
2. There are too many grammatical errors. I recommend language editing. 
3. The introduction and discussion contain repetitive literature information. Explain superficially 
in the introduction and compare it with your own case by detailing it in the discussion. 
4. The image of the histopathological examination should be attached. 
5. Conclusion should be rewritten. 
6. In conclusion, general medical content and case report are sufficient. However, there are some 
deficiencies in the editing of the article. 
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