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PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	This manuscript presents a rare and clinically meaningful case of HPV-associated squamous cell carcinoma of the Bartholin’s gland, treated successfully with primary chemotherapy alone. Given the scarcity of such cases in the literature and the absence of well-defined treatment protocols, the report offers important insights into alternative management strategies. It is particularly relevant in settings where access to radiotherapy is limited. The case is strengthened by a documented complete pathological response and organ preservation, which adds value to the growing interest in less invasive approaches for advanced vulvar cancers. This contribution is likely to be useful to clinicians managing complex gynaecologic oncology cases and opens the door for further discussion and research on non-surgical options in similar scenarios.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate, as it clearly reflects the authors’ clinical focus and conveys the significance of the case while capturing the intended emphasis on treatment success.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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 gives a clear and structured overview of the case, covering the key elements of diagnosis, treatment, and outcome. That said, a few additions would make it more complete and informative. Mentioning the length of follow-up would help readers better understand the significance of the treatment outcome. It would also be helpful to briefly explain why primary chemotherapy was chosen over the more commonly used chemoradiation, especially since this decision is central to the case. Lastly, including a short statement about how rare this treatment approach is would highlight the case's uniqueness and clinical relevance.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are quite sufficient and up-to-date.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language quality is good enough to comprehend.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments_]Optional/General comments
	Overall, this is a well-organised and clearly written case report that presents a rare gynaecological cancer treated with an unusual but effective approach. The case is clinically relevant and adds useful knowledge to the limited existing literature on advanced HPV-associated Bartholin’s gland carcinoma. The writing flows well, and the authors maintain a professional and respectful tone throughout. To improve the paper further, it would be helpful for the authors to elaborate on their treatment decision-making, present the imaging figures more clearly with proper labelling, and soften their conclusions slightly, considering the short follow-up period. With these adjustments, the report would make a valuable contribution to the journal.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	
No.
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