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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 
 

 
1-ın my opinion the whole article must be reviewed by the authors  again 
because there are too many grammar and spelling  mistakes that makes it 
diffucult to understand for the reader . their style in writing is Poor and 
insufficient for expression and emphasis  of their  ideas . 
2-discusssion part is mostly composed of explanations about the cost and 
technical applications. The differential diagnosis of pyojenic granulome and 
pilomatrixoma may be compared in more detailed way both clinically and 
pathologycally. .there are  pathological variants of pilomatrixoma 
.explanations regarding this may be added to the text with a figure of the 
excised specimen and with an additional figure legend. 
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