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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

First of all congratulations to the authors for the work. It would be important to explain 

the following studies to be carried out with calculation of the sample size that can 

demonstrate with scientific data the advantages of using this new technology. These 

advantages must be explained in terms of decreased morbidity (less need for biopsies) or 

improved quality of life or diagnostic certainty. Within the limitations of the study, it 

would be relevant to address how diagnostic errors could be avoided during the 

learning curve. It would also be important to explain in economic or cost terms (without 

being exhaustive) how the absence of pathologists is justified and the possibility of 

having a high-cost team, probably explaining the efficient use (by saving time) of the 

available pathologists. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The reviewer appreciates the author's work. Still, the manuscript or the work carried out 

is not matured for publication. Manuscript needs a good introduction, the introduction 

section of the paper is weak, authors are advised to improvise the introduction section. 

Also, result and discussion section is inadequate. Need more attention and better 

explanation. The contributions presented in this paper are not sufficient for possible 

publication in this journal. I highly suggest authors to clearly define the contributions. 

 


