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	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.

	Breast reconstruction after mastectomy is most important.
Every patient should be given an option regardless of procedure type and age.
Breast reconstruction not only improves the convalescence, it has huge impact on psychological well being of patient.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Not perfect but serves the purpose of study
	

	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.

	Its ok
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number is fine but lacks the recent one.only 6 references are from last 5 years. They should have been more
	

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

	Language is fine
	

	Optional/General comments

	Paper is written appropriately.
But I feel introduction is too long and the evolution of LD flap is unnecessary. It should have focused more on why breast reconstruction is required and why LD is better than other flaps.
Theres no mention of defect size and flap size.
No mention of whether flap was myocutaneous or muscle only flap.
Questionaire is mentioned but it should be attached for readers to understand as its the main data tool.
In methods the duration of study is mentioned as one month which should be one year according to dates mentioned.
Discussion should have focused on strengths and weaknesses of study rather than pasting the results again.
Atleast one patient photographs should have been included. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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