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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments

The author/s report original data on salivary gland cytology. The topic is of interest, the

manuscript requires revision for publishing. Standard requirements should be fullfilled: page
numbering (and/or continuous line numbering), uniform reference format (ex pagenumber format,
similar).

Examples of words/phrases to revise

“So, the aim” “So” can be deleted or reformulated to “Therefore”.

“and histopathological correlation was done whereever possible” The authors should reformulate to
more precise: ex “Correlations to histopathology/microscopy aspects of resected and/or biopsied
lesions were performed in NN cases in which tissue specimenswere available.” Similar.

“reclassified” please verify if “re-evaluated” is not more adequate?

“Histopathological follow up” can be reformulated to “Histopathology assessment”Avoid frequent

use of “Itis”, “it”

“quite accurate” can be reformulated to more scientific/academic phrase“many studies

felt” should be reformulated

“Our study” can be reformulated to “This study”

“Histopathological examinations of these cases” can be reformulated to “Histopathologicalexamination
of the resected/biopsied lesions”, similar.

Table 3: “No” could be written as entire word, “Category” corresponds to the cytology- category? “Cat
corresponds to what? “Risk of malignancy” corresponds to what? Presenceof a malignant lesion at
histopathology assessement of resected/biopsied lesion?

Figures: indicators (arrows, similar could be added in order to indicate tumor cells and normal cells).
The types of the photographed speciments should be noted (cytology specimen, histopathology of
biopsy/resection specimen). The names of the stains shouldbe noted as entire words, the words
“stain”, “original magnification” could be added (Legends of figures) in order to avoid ambiguities.
The entire manuscript should be revised accordingly.

”

Minor REVISION comments

Please see comments above.

Qptjonal/General comments

Please see comments above.
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