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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

(Yes this case report on breast myofibroblastoma provides valuable clinical information, highlights
the diagnostic challenges associated with this rare benign tumor, and emphasizes the importance
of histopathological correlation. It would be a valuable addition to the medical literature and
therefore deserves to be published.

Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes
Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes Yes
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
Yes

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

Optional/Generalcomments

I have reviewed the case report titled "A Case Report of Breast Myofibroblastoma: A Bad
Looking Benign Tumor." Based on my evaluation, | believe that this case report deserves to
be published. Here are my reasons:

1. Relevance: The case report addresses the relevance of using a standardized method, the

Breast Imaging Report And Data System (BI-RADS), for reporting breast imaging studies. It

focuses on the diagnostic challenge posed by myofibroblastoma (MFB) of the breast, a rare
benign tumor, and emphasizes the importance of histopathological correlation in reaching a
definitive diagnosis.

2. Clinical Significance: The report highlights the potential confusion and mimicry of
malignancy that can be associated with MFB due to its clinical, mammographic, and
ultrasonographic characteristics. It emphasizes the need for careful evaluation and
multidisciplinary collaboration in the diagnosis and treatment of breast pathology.

3. Educational Value: The case report provides detailed clinical information, imaging
findings (including mammograms and ultrasounds), histopathological analysis, and a
comprehensive discussion on the characteristics of MFB. It contributes to the existing
literature by presenting a well-documented case and discussing the differential diagnoses of
spindle cell lesions of the breast.

4. Informed Consent and Ethical Approval: The report states that written informed consent
was obtained for the publication of the case report and accompanying images. It also
mentions the collection and preservation of written ethical approval, ensuring compliance
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with ethical standards.

and therefore deserves to be published.

deserves to be published.

5. References: The report includes relevant references to support the discussion and
provide readers with additional resources for further exploration of the topic.

In conclusion, this case report on breast myofibroblastoma provides valuable clinical information,
highlights the diagnostic challenges associated with this rare benign tumor, and emphasizes the
importance of histopathological correlation. It would be a valuable addition to the medical literature

This case report on breast myofibroblastoma provides valuable clinical information, highlights the
diagnostic challenges associated with this rare benign tumor, and emphasizes the importance of
histopathological correlation. It would be a valuable addition to the medical literature and therefore

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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Waheeb Radman Al-Kubati

Department, University & Country
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