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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 
 

This paper is a retrospective designed study analysing histopathologic results of 
foreskin after adult circumcision. The authors conclude that there is no benefit  in 
sending non-suspicious looking foreskin to pathology for  their study sample. This 
approach has been shown to be cost saving. Considering 4 cancer patient of 123 
suspicious looking foreskin they recommend sending tissues to be analysed.   
Penile cancer is rare and this study uniquely address foreskin analyses of different 
risk groups. There are several practice patterns in the world and many physician 
never send foreskin to pathology. This study underlines who are at risk factors and 
whom to be analysed. Although the incidence of SCC they found subject to change 
in different geographical areas, any suspicious looking foreskin should have a 
histopathologic evaluation is stressed in the article.  
I found the article worth publishing as it is and will be a guide to clinicians doing 
adult circumcision and add contribution to current literature.  
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