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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

- The title is representative of the article content. - The abstract needs a little 

improvement. It needs to be more focused! - keywords and methodology are acceptable. 

- The manuscript is well-written. - The author(s) has presented a rare case of MPE that 

experience very late recurrence. The presented medical data was well organized and 

informative.  - The author(s) has discussed the medical evidence behind the disease 

efficiently. - The graphs, imaging and slides, were conclusive. - The references are 

relevant. - The author(s) followed the medical code for consenting and research approval.  

In light of this, I am glad to support publishing this article in your journal. 

 


