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PART 1: 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. A
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this
part.

Gigantomastia, is an uncommon disorder characterised by the development of excessively enormous breasts due to excessive breast tissue
growth. It affects persons who were assigned female at birth. This manuscript is quite important as this condition reduced quality of life
throughout pregnancy and was associated with both psychological and physical issues. Also, the management of this condition is a more
challenging problem.

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

I suggest use the term of gestational breast hypertrophy instead of gestational gigantomastia.
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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 suitable and comprehensive, but there are many language mistakes that need correction.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.

1. The author should clarify the measures that he/she used to diagnose this case as gigantomastia.

2. The turmeric liquid consumption that was mentioned in the first case presentation needs to be clarified as it is not a uniformly known method.

3. The case number one has no illustrated photographs.

4. The photographs of case number 2 are not sufficient, with poor patient positioning and exposure; also, more views are needed.
5. follow up visits of the first case was incomplete, why didn’t the researchers go to follow up on the case since she was unable to come for follow

up?
6. Why is there no financial source for the study?
7. There are many paragraphs in the discussion that need references.

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

References are not sufficient, especially for discussion.

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

There are many language mistakes that need correction.
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