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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 significant case of gestational gigantomastia complicated by respiratory distress and infection. Given the scarcity of reported cases worldwide and the limited evidence from South Asian settings, particularly Bangladesh, this report contributes valuable regional data to the existing literature. The multidisciplinary approach, conservative hormonal management with cabergoline, and favorable outcome without immediate surgical intervention provide important clinical insights. The case also highlights decision-making challenges in late pregnancy with life-threatening complications, making it educational for surgeons, obstetricians, and endocrinologists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the case focus.

Suggested minor refinement (optional): “Gestational Gigantomastia in a 37-Year-Old Woman: Multidisciplinary Management and Surgical Decision-Making” This emphasizes the management aspect, which is a key strength of the 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 is structured and informative. However, minor improvements are recommended:

· Clarify the phrase. Replace “Each breast weighed approximately 13–15 kg” with more precise reporting (e.g., right and left separately).

· The statement “This is the first reported case from Bangladesh” should ideally include supporting citation or be phrased cautiously (e.g., “To the best of our knowledge…”).

· Minor grammatical correction in keywords:

· “Breast. Bangladesh, Macromastia” → should be: Keywords: Gestational gigantomastia, macromastia, pregnancy, Bangladesh.

Overall, the abstract adequately summarizes the case, management, and outcome.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and consistent with current literature on gestational gigantomastia. The clinical presentation, imaging findings, histopathology, and management align with established reports. However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Clarify the hormonal findings: hypothyroidism is mentioned but not discussed in the discussion section. The relationship between thyroid dysfunction and breast hypertrophy should be briefly addressed.

· The indication for mechanical ventilation and ICU stay should be described more precisely (e.g., severity of respiratory compromise).

· In the conclusion, the phrase “(when exceeding 3 kg per breast within /4 weeks)” appears to contain a typographical error and should be corrected.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include classic and contemporary literature. The inclusion of the 2025 Plast Reconstr Surg Glob Open case is commendable.

Suggestions:

· Ensure formatting consistency in reference 4 (appears merged incorrectly).

· Verify citation numbering consistency (some formatting irregularities are present).

· Consider adding one recent systematic review (if available within last 5 years) to strengthen discussion on management trends.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing.

Common issues:

· Minor grammatical errors

· Inconsistent punctuation

· Occasional awkward phrasing (e.g., “A multidisciplinary team…, and decision was made…”)

· Typographical errors (“Case Summery” → “Case Summary”)

Professional language editing is recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures are helpful but figure labeling (A/B placement) should be standardized.

· The discussion could be slightly condensed and more directly linked to this case’s unique features.

· The manuscript would benefit from structured subheadings in the discussion (Etiology, Medical Management, Surgical Considerations).
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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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