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	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.


	Primary Verrucous carcinoma is a very rare subtype of penile squamous cell carcinoma and often misdiagnosed with giant condylomas, papillary lesions and warty growths due to absence of critical criteria in pathological diagnosis.
Hence awareness of such lesions should be kept in mind and not underdiagnosed.
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	Pure Verrucous Carcinoma of Penis- A rare case report
	

	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.


	Abstract lacks pathological terminologies and aspect.
Should include importance of histopathology in such lesions of penis.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript lacks sequence from epidemiology to etiology followed by histopathology and management.
Needs addition of review of literature highlighting diagnostic mimimcs and exact incidence of pure verrucous carcinoma of penis.

Grammar needs to be checked.
WHO Histological classification of skin tumors not used to Histopathologically categorize this tumor.
Conclusion lacks importance of case while dealing with penile lesions
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Needs improvement in grammar and terminologies.
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	Figures legends are unclearly described both clinical and histopathology images.
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