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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

I cannot recommend the paper as is to be accepted. Firstly I am not quite clear what the research 

question is. I concluded that it must be how many of incompletely excised non melanoma skin 

cancers turn out not to have any tumour cells on the wide local excision. This is an interesting 

question, as it has implications on the size of scar patient is left with and the morbidity, but 

unfortunately when analysing the data the authors did not consider size of the lesion that was 

excised, nor if the wild excision was supposed to be a curative excision in the first place. This needs to 

be mentioned in the paper. There should also be a definition of what the pathologists consider 

margin involvement. I certainly know some pathologists who depending on condition on slide (e.g. 

SCC) will consider a peripheral margin of 0.1mm still to be involvement of margin and report it so, 

and also recommend a wider excision. So I am not surprised that more SCCs turn out to have no 

cancer cells on the wide local excision. In the conclusion paragraph the authors do not attempt to 

explain the study findings nor elaborate on the benefit of the study results. This needs to be amended.  

Finally a comment on references used, they seem all to be book references and fairly outdated in 

today's terms. I would recommend that the authors do a literature search and include more up to 

date references in the paper.  The authors have clearly worked hard on the paper and I am sorry I 

cannot give a more favourable opinion.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The work is well written and focuses on an interesting aspect of skin cancer surgery. I feel pretentious 

the sentence of the core tip "This finding suggests an excision wound caused by biopsy may trig a 

body response to eliminate cancer cells" which is not mentioned in the discussion. This aspect can be 

further expanded in the discussion bringing histological data of their own experience or a review of 

the literature. 


