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	Compulsory REVISION comments
	Reviewer’scomment
	Author’sFeedback (Please correctthemanuscriptand highlight thatpart
in themanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshould writehis/herfeedback here)

	Pleasewritea few sentencesregarding theimportance
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity. Why do
you like(ordislike)thismanuscript?A minimumof3-4 sentencesmay be requiredforthispart.
	Thisisan important topicon clinicalpresentation and managementofPhylloidestumours, rarefibroepithelial
lesionsofbreast. Would liketoseeminimum improvementon statisticsin generalthemanuscriptiswellwritten.
Mean ageshould bereported along with ameasureofspread orvariation in thiscasereportamean withstandard deviation orstandard error.Addressinconsistencyof reported n (numberofparticipants.The abstractdoesnot reflecttheimpactoreffectofsurgery, itisreporting typesofsurgeriesandtumours,itwill makemorevalueto assessorevaluate and the communicateimprovementsand whytherewerebetteroutcomes.

Mean ageshould bereported along with ameasureofspread orvariation in
this casereportameanwith standard deviation orstandard error.Address
inconsistency of reported"n=96, then n=98", seebelow:
"... Total96 femalepatientsof phylloidestumourwereincluded in this study. Results:Outof98 patients, majority ofpatients werein theagegroup of 31- 40 years.
	

	Isthetitle ofthearticle suitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)
	Thetittle can beimproved, thesuggested tittleis"A crosssectionalstudy on surgical managementof
phylloidestumoursat ateaching tertiary institution in India"
Thetittle can beimproved, thesuggested tittleis"A crosssectional
study on surgical managementofphylloidestumoursatateaching tertiary institution in India"
	

	Istheabstractofthearticle comprehensive? Do you
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis section? Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere.
	Thefirstsentenceofthe conclusion isnotbased on reported results and neitherthelastsentenceestablishing
thatexcision with awidermarginissupported by anypresentedtableof results. Resultssupporting the conclusion should bereported in tableform, discussed and thenconcluded, otherwisethe conclusion should
beredoneto concludethefindingsform thisparticularstudy.


	

	Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate?
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	Pleasewritea few sentencesregarding thescientific
correctnessofthismanuscript. Why doyouthinkthat thismanuscriptis scientificallyrobustandtechnically
sound? A minimumof3-4 sentencesmay berequired
forthispart.
	To someacertainextent themanuscriptisgood in presentationbutsomeimprovementsarerequired, the
conclusion should bebased on thestudy findingsand besupported by tableof resultswhich should bewell discussed before conclusion.
	

	Arethe references sufficientandrecent? Ifyou have
suggestionsofadditionalreferences, pleasemention
themin the review form.
-
	Authorsmay considerhow themeanageisreported along withmeasureofdisrpesianin thisstudy:Muchuweti,
D., Nyandoro, G., Muguti,E.G., &Muchaziwepi, T. (2017). Factorscontributing to delayed breastcancer
presentation:A prospectivestudy at Parirenyatwagroup ofhospitals, Harare, Zimbabwe2010-2013. Journalof
CancerandTumor International,5(1), 1-10.
	

	MinorREVISION comments

Isthelanguage/English quality ofthearticle suitable forscholarlycommunications?
	

Yes, themanuscriptiswellwritten in good English
	

	Optional/Generalcomments
	Mean ageshould bereported along with ameasureofspread orvariation in thiscasereportamean withstandard
deviation orstandard error. Addressinconsistency of reported "n=96, then n=98", seebelow:
"... Total96 femalepatientsof phylloidestumourwereincluded inthis study. Results:Outof
98 patients, majority of patients werein theagegroup of 31- 40 years.
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