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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 
 

 
1. I am concerning about the inclusion part. 
Since the authors mentioned , it is a cross-sectional study, the punch biopsy result didn’t 
include adeno-epithelium lesions.  
To my experience, it will always be accidental finding of Adenocarcinoma is situ and even 
invasive adenocarcinoma in punch biopsy, although the percentage varies in centers. 
Secondly, if the authors include the adeno-lesions, it will be more convincing to the readers to 
the application of the Swede score. 
 
2. I am wondering about the statistical method. The current usage of swede score is already 

established using 5 and 8 as cut-off, should the authors compare using 6 or other digits as 
cut-off? How about the predictive value of the different scores? 

3. How about the interobserver difference of the same patient rating. I am interested of these 
data. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
A figure of AUC curve might be helpful for understanding. 
A short version of swede score might be helpful for readers. 
Could put some classic colpo images and scores in the article 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
none 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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