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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 communitnizing rare y. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript is important for scientific community. Cases like this are rare so they need to be understood by scientific community to avoid missdiagnosis, This study was conducted with prospective study as a starting point for further research.
	

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

	The title should be changed   to “Phylloides tumor patients and their surgical managrment in a prospective 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.

	The abstract of the  Is not comprehensive.
Background : the content of the background is a brief introduction to rare phyloides tumors and their characteristics.
Purpose/Aim : According to Title To study or observation etc
Methods , Results & Conclusion is OK
Key words : Phylloides tumour, Surgical management

	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Subsections & structure of the manuscript is appropriate
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript indeed robust and technically sound because the cases are rare and previously many experts doubted them so the names often changed. Even though, this case is a benign tumor, itis possible that previouly there were often mistakes in the diagnosis. Therefore it is very useful if this case is  using a prospective study method for wider dissemination. So that it is more widely known and can handle patients accurately

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	There are enough references but many of the references are old, if possible there are several references that are more than 10 years old. In the current reference of 30 references only 1 reference is less than 10 years. There are 8 references less than 20 years and 21 references above 20 years. Maybe because this case has only been confirmed now but it would be better if there more recent references. I see many recent references on the internet about this tumor

	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	

This is very good article and useful but itis better to add recent references

	




	PART  2:


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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