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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
The study describes the retrospective analysis of tonsillectomy in adults. 
The study is well divided, aims a re exposed clearly. Introduction brings a good 
overview. Results were well presented and discussed. 
I have just some minor suggestion. 
Was the study submitted /registered by the local ethic commission? This should be 
mentioned in “methods”. 
You also excluded patients submitted to tonsillectomy due to tonsillar abscess, 
however, this is a common relative indication for surgery. Why did you exclude 
these patients? Please complete this information in the text. 
In the chapter ” results” figure 2 is not necessary , as it repeats the same 
information given in the text. 
When you refer to follow-up, you don´t mention the time frame of follow-up. As you 
mention diagnosis of carcinoma as follow-up, I wonder if this was the histologic 
result of the patients submitted to tonsillectomy due to suspicion of neoplasia, 
please explain. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
none 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Nice report of the demographic characteristics of patients to tonsillectomy in Sokoto, 
Nigeria. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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