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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1 Title Intraperitoneal hyaline vascular Castleman Disease：A case series of 3 cases

2 Abstract. a- “that can lead to non-neoplastic lymphadenopathy” To be deleted b-

“used in clinic or hospitals “instead of “in clinic” c-the 2 last lines: -“their clinical,

paraclinical and treatment” instead of “clinical features and diagnosis “ -“to improve

understanding” instead of “to improve clinician’s understanding” 3 Key Words. To

delete pathological examination and treatment 7 Discussion. Good. English editing

mandatory 11 References. Some references are repetitive and some are missing 12

Quality of manuscript organization and presentation. Style , language and grammar

not accurate 14 Ethics statements. For all manuscripts involving human studies and/or

animal experiments, author(s) must submit the related formal ethics documents that

were reviewed and approved by their local ethical review committee. Did the

manuscript meet the requirements of ethics? Many mistakes in the case 1 I suggest a

37-year-old male, was admitted to the hospital because he feels a mass in the upper

abdomen since one week and the physical exam reveals an induration in the epigastric

area. An enhanced CT scanner of the abdomen showed a 22 mm homogenous regular
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round soft tissue mass in front of the pancreas. A similar nodular focus was seen at the

edge (incomprehensive sentence). Multiple small lymph nodes (Size Please) are seen in

the abdominal cavity. The diagnosis of giant lymph node hyperplasia or ectopic

pancreas was evocated. During the course of the disease, the patients had no paroxysmal

palpitation, headache and other positive symptoms, had no previous history of

hypertension and other chronic diseases, and had no obvious abnormality in tumor

markers after admission. Endocrine test: HIV status for all the patients The

immunohistochemical studies are not homogenous for the all the patients What is the

size of the mass of case 2? 5cm×? cm To be reviewed again after English editing and

many reformulations.
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