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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

What is in the table should not be repeated in the text, 

because it is self-explanatory. This makes the reading 

tiring and the article long.  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

L48: replace H&E by heamatoxylin and eosin (H&E). 

L123: Replace “In Table” by “In Table 1” and number the 

table. 

 

L165-184 There is a large literature review in this part of 

the discussion. Please, use only the main conclusions of 

the authors. 

 

Ex: “After reviewing 6275 nevi with 169 architectural 

disorder, Arumi-Uria et al. concluded that the risk 172 of 

melanoma increases as the grade of atypia increases”. 

 
L161, L209. L181, L215 “We think” is not scientific 

language. Please, delete them and rewrite the sentences if 

necessary. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

It is a well written paper with very relevant topic.  
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