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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 
In 16: Lymphangioms must be Lymphangiomas 

In 16,17: hemangiomas must be lymphangiomas 

Ethical Issue- Yes in ethical approval.

Respected sir/madam, 
Thank you for the corrections.We have rectified 
them. 
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Minor REVISION comments 

In 16: Lymphangioms must be Lymphangiomas 

In 16,17: hemangiomas must be lymphangiomas 

Thank you. We have rectified those errors.

Optional/General comments Thıs case is intresting and rare. It is good enough for 
publication. Contemporary diagnostic algorithm and 
expression is good. 

Thank you very much. Positive review is very 
encouraging to budding authors.
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