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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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Optional/General comments 
 

Authors state that “The mass had been progressively growing over a ten-year period and was 
characterized by its hard consistency.” Did the patient undergo to a follow-up? Radiological or only 
clinical? What was the ddiagnosis suspected at the fisr observation? 
The statement “Considering the clinical presentation..” is not clear since the clinical presentation is 
not reported (pain?, what is the reason of clinician consultation?) 
Why did surgeon perform a fnab beefore the complete excision ? 
A table could sum up literature review. 
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