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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

Comments about the manuscript: “A Case Report of Malignant Hidroacanthoma 

Simplex and literature review” Malignant hidroacanthoma simplex (HAS) is a rare skin 

tumour. In this manuscript, the authors present the case of an 88-year-old woman with 

such a pathology whose diagnosis was co-confirmed by histological and 

immunohistological examinations. The authors also reviewed the literature on previous 

cases of malignant HAS. This article seems useful to me, especially since it is a case of a 

rare condition. The addition of bibliographic data relating to other similar cases is also 

very useful. This article deserves to be published after, however, some improvements to 

the manuscript. Here are some remarks. Page 2, INTRODUCTION. “Hidroacanthoma 

simplex (HAS), a rare tumor (…) was initially characterized in 1956”: It would be 

interesting to add a historical reference. Page 4, FURTHER DIAGNOSTIC WORK-UP. 

“ Histopathological examination”: Some explanations on the technique used would be 

useful: what fixative was used? Have the tissues been embedded in paraffin? what was 

the method of dehydration? It would be useful to specify the staining used 

(hemalun-eosin). “ Immunohistochemical staining”: Some details on the 
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immunohistochemical method would be useful: what is the origin (reference distributor) 

of the antibodies, what was the staining method used (use of a secondary antibody, use 

of peroxidases, nature of the chromogen (DAB, I suppose) How were the negative 

controls prepared? Page 6. CONCLUSIONS. “Precise diagnosis depends on 

histopathological examination, and immunohistochemical analysis”: This sentence 

(which I am happy to read) is one more reason to elaborate on the histological and 

immunohistological methods used. Page 9, figure 1a, b, c: A scale bar would be useful 

(more than magnification which varies with the size of the printed image). Page 10, 

figure 2 a, b, c: Scale bars would be helpful (see previous note for Figure 1). It would 

help if each image were detailed using arrows to show the important points described in 

the text. Page 10, table 1. I appreciate this table summarizing 10 other cases with details. 

But I am afraid the table is not complete because it's too wide for the page. . 
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