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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	I think it is a very interesting and challenging case report as:
The size of this swelling is very huge.

The ulcer at its top can mislead the diagnosis as breast cancer.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this case report is suitable and comprehensive.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The introduction of the abstract is redundant and needs to be more concise, and the author should mention some details about his/her case to attract the reader's attention.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but much data should be clarified:
1. The author should mention why he/she does not use true cut needle biopsy rather than FNAC, as that large ulcerated swelling may be breast cancer and true cut biopsy is more useful in its diagnosis?
2. Why did he/she excise that ulcerated swelling with this large safety margin, and should that area be mentioned in cm?
3. The presented photos are of poor quality and not sufficient views to show the actual size of that swelling, and more follow-up photos are needed to clarify the efficacy of the intervention.
4. The duration of hospital admission is very long.
5. With this very huge swelling, postoperative seroma is expected to occur, and he/she should talk about this possible complication and how they prevent or treat it.
6. Patient satisfaction also needs to be assessed.
7. The presented discussion is very diffident and does not contain any previous studies that could be related to this case report, so it needs to be reformulated.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent but should be reformulated correctly.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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