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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
How many lymph nodes were metastatic in relation to the first intervention

53 out of 70 cervical LNs (right, left, submandibular, central).

Minor REVISION comments Did you perform an US or a mammography for the mammary lump?

Yes, US was performed and recommend tissue biopsy for diagnosis of
the suspicious mass.

Optional/General comments

| think it would be better to improve the description of the case from the clinical, diagnostic
and therapeutic point of view

We are limited by the number of words as the instructions demand.

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

This work had gained approval of Meet Ghmmr Oncology center ethical
committee.
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