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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 as it contributes to the understanding of a common benign condition affecting women usually in reproductive-age and differentiate it  from malignant lesions to reach accurate management. This research  helps clinicians in management to avoid unnecessary surgery. It also support the development of medical management strategies for  benign breast conditions, and guide future studies in  breast diseases pathology and management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is 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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive, but some suggestions to be added; The clinical relevance of lesion could be better emphasized by mentioning its importance in differential diagnosis.The outcome can be more specific, by mentioning complications if present. The ultrasound description and BIRADS classification should be mentioned with the degree of risk for malignancy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and the majority of references are recent.
	

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


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

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is highly relevant and the manuscript provides valuable insights into an important area. The introduction is well-written and sets a clear context for the study. The methodology section gives a description of patient diagnostic procedures and follow-up. It may be more beneficial if increased the sample size.
The discussion section could be strengthened by comparing your findings with existing literature, particularly recent studies on similar diseases. 
Overall, this is a promising manuscript and with these revisions, it could make a meaningful contribution to the field.
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