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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.

	The manuscript shows an interesting case that deserves to be made available to the medical community.

Its main value is that it illustrates the size that such a lesion could reach if left untreated. Also the risk of malignant transformation is underscored. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is generally suitable but the information contained in it is barely sufficient.

A better title could be, e.g.:

A giant cutaneous horn of the back with initial malignant transformation: a 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.

	The abstract mentions radiotherapy which is not described in the case report.

The abstract should also mention the histological result.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The case report involves a cutaneous horn secondary to a wound on the skin of the back. However, the type of wound must be described, especially when the photographs demonstrate heavy scarring of the skin around the horn that resemble a burn. Burns are known to pose a risk for malignant lesions.

In addition, a photograph of a computer screen is not suitable for publication in a scientific journal.

Also ,it should be explained what size qualifies a cutaneous horn as being giant; there is a similar discussion about the size of lipomas for example.

Also, how was it determined how wide a resection should be performed, what area of skin should be removed with the specimen?

There is major discrepancy between the abstract and the case report: radiotherapy is mentioned in the abstract but not in the case presentation. If radiotherapy has been performed, its type, area, and dosage should be provided in detail.
	

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

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

	No, the English language sounds very clumsy and needs major editing. Also, there are many grammatical and other errors, e.g. the name of an author is missing in the text whose work has been cited (paragraph 3 of the discussion).
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