
Answers to the editors 
 

 

Line 5: Title was changed accordingly to reviewer 1 comment. 

 

Lines 56-57: Aim of the study was added accordingly to reviewer 3 request. Personally, I am not 

sure if it is appropriate for a case report paper, living the decision whether to include it or not to the 

editors. 

 

Lines 74-80: Core tip was added accordingly to  science editor’s request.  

 

Lines 91-94: This paragraph also was added because requested by reviewer  3. The article he asked 

to cite is extremely interesting but not really on-topic. So a different source was chosen. 

 

Lines 103-104: Again, Aim of the study was added accordingly to reviewer 3 request. Still, I am 

not sure if it is appropriate for a case report paper, living the decision whether to include it or not to 

the editors. 

 

Lines 107-159: This section was re-organized accordingly to  science editor’s request. Please note 

we moved final diagnosis session after treatment because it was obtained histologically, from 

surgically retrieved samples. If you don’t feel it was appropriate feel free to move it back. 

 

Line 477: clinical relevance was added because requested by reviewer  3. 

 

Lines 482-648: The references section was checked and completed after the science editor’s 

request. 

 


