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	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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it highlights a rare benign breast condition, Pseudoangiomatous Stromal Hyperplasia (PASH), which can mimic other benign or even malignant breast lesions. By presenting a detailed case report with clinical, radiological, and histopathological correlation, it emphasizes the need for careful diagnostic evaluation to avoid misdiagnosis and unnecessary interventions. The paper also contributes to the understanding of the morphological spectrum and management options for PASH, providing guidance for clinicians in differentiating it from other breast lesions. Furthermore, it underscores the importance of long-term follow-up to monitor for recurrence or rare malignant transformation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. Suitable
	

	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.


	Background/Importance: Briefly mention why PASH is clinically significant or challenging to diagnose.

Objective: Clearly state the aim of reporting this case.

Methods: Specify the diagnostic approach used (clinical, radiological, FNAC, frozen section).

Results: Summarize the key findings clearly, highlighting the distinguishing features of PASH.

Conclusion: Add a sentence emphasizing the clinical relevance, management approach, and follow-up considerations
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall. The case report accurately describes the clinical presentation, diagnostic work-up, surgical management, and histopathological findings of Pseudoangiomatous Stromal Hyperplasia (PASH). The background information about benign breast diseases and PASH is correct and supported by references. The discussion appropriately contextualizes PASH in relation to other benign breast lesions, its diagnostic challenges, and management options. Minor improvements could include clearer explanation of why FNAC and frozen section were performed, and a more explicit statement of the clinical significance of reporting this rare case. No major scientific inaccuracies are present.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the references cited in your manuscript are adequate, they are not very recent. Given that this is a rare case, the literature is limited; however, the article with PMID: 24254442 presents a case similar to yours and could serve as a more recent and relevant reference to support the discussion. Incorporating this source would strengthen your manuscript by providing up-to-date context and additional evidence.
	

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


	Suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a rare and scientifically valuable case of Pseudoangiomatous Stromal Hyperplasia (PASH) with overlapping features of fibroadenoma and neoplasm. The clinical presentation, diagnostic work-up, surgical management, and histopathological findings are accurately described, providing meaningful insights for clinicians. Minor improvements could enhance the manuscript: revising the language for academic fluency, incorporating more recent references such as PMID: 24254442, and clarifying the rationale for FNAC and frozen section as well as the clinical significance of reporting this rare case. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and, with these minor revisions, would be suitable for publication.
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