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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
The	quality	of	clinical	and	histopathological	images	is	not	good.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
The	manuscript	needs	edit	in	English	editing.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
Please	revise	the	manuscript	based	on	reviewers	comments.	
Thanks.

3	Jun	2020

10	Jun	2020

10	Jun	2020
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Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Reply to reviewer’s comments- 

Thank you for your kind review of our manuscript ID 105455 and constructive suggestions.
Please find below responses to your comments.

Reviewer 1:
Quality of clinical and histopathological images are not good.

Reply: Our apologies for the suboptimal quality of the images submitted earlier. We have 
now changed the images in the revised submission. Image quality might been compromised 
as we collaged the pictures together. Now, we are uploading each image separately. 

Associate Editor 1:
The manuscript needs edit in english writing.

Reply: The manuscript has been edited with rectification of all grammatical, punctuation 
and language errors. In accordance with the instructions given, the new and modified 
sentences have been highlighted in the revised manuscript. 
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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
New	figures	are	more	acceptable.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	the	reviewer(s)	have
recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards.	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.	

17	Jun	2020

20	Jun	2020

20	Jun	2020
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