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The manuscript describes application of lymph node mapping and biopsy in a case of a primary
malignant melanoma of the external auditory canal. The case report is well presented and easy to
read. The title and the abstract reflect the topic and contents of the case. The presentation has some
minor limitations to be considered: 1) Even if no IRB approval was required, under my personal
point of view, a consent from the patient should be obtained. 2) Since this is a retrospective study,
more information regarding the treatment and follow up of the patient would add valuable
indications, in particular when considering extremely rare conditions such as the melanoma of the
external auditory canal. I would suggest to add additional information (treatment and follow up) in
the description of the case. 3) Since this is a case report, the conclusion cannot “demonstrate”, the
conclusion may “suggest”. Obviously further study are needed in order to verify the safety and
efficacy of this technique. Moreover, only the long term follow up of the patient may provide
valuable information when considering the clinical efficacy of this approach. I would suggest to
consider this issue and to discuss it.




