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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 community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	As Breast Cysticercosis is a rare disease and present as benign tumors, so it is important to keep in mind as differential diagnosis.The author has done a really good job in writing about this manuscript. The manuscript is indeed, about an interesting and certainly, an important topic. And the author also described it in a very well presented and concise manner  even though the majority portion of the article was flawless but here are some points that i think could help improve the article further:
1. The article could use a bit more information about solitary breast cysticercosis in introduction.
2. It could be a better choice to add the source of infection in the introduction section instead of the discussion section. 
3. It’s important to mention if there’s any evidence of the infection being spread to any other site like skeletal muscle, brain.
	

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

	yes
	

	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.

	Needs a bit more information about solitary breast cysticercosis
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	yes
	

	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The introduction and description of the case was perfectly done by the author. It contains accurate and precise information regarding the topic that will be helpful for the readers to understand the case.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	yes
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	
yes



	

	Optional/General comments
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	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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