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REFEREE : Reviewer

Dear AE,
The study is reviewed carefully. According to the comments this manuscript needs
major revision
There are some comments which should be addressed by the author:
1. Introduction: "Following breast-conserving surgery for infiltrating carcinoma, it is
imperative to administer radiotherapy, independent of the disease's specific
characteristics" It is suggested to revise this sentence to follow the recent findings
such that radiotherapy can be safely omitted in a specific group of patients with low-
risk disease.

2. Introduction: "This approach significantly
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reduces the likelihood of local recurrence, ..." it is suggested to revise the sentence so
that mentioning the crucial role of adjuvant radiotherapy in controlling regional
recurrence.

3. The manuscript requires English copy editing for typographical errors. For
example "locally aggressive fibrous tumothat" in line 36.

4. Kindly follow the IJCM guideline for manuscript preparation.

5. Case presentation. please add the details of the patients radiotherapy.

6. It is recommended to add a figure depicting the microscopic histopathologic
appearance of the DFSP lesion. This figure accordance with its description is
definitely required for the manuscript acceptance. In addition, it is suggested to add
the macroscopic appearance of the lesion.

7. Due to the rarity of DFSP, it is suggested to use cautious words to express that
DFSP is secondary to the previous radiotherapy.

8. Discussion section can be improved by adding a comprehensive table
summarizing the corresponding literature (breast DFSP).

9. Keywords must be placed after Abstract.

10. References require re-formating to follow the journal guideline.
Kind Regards

Mohammad Esmaeil Akbari : Associate Editor

Dear EIC,
The manuscript has been studied, and some comments should be addressed by the
author. According to the comments, the document needs major revision.
Kind regards,
AE

Mohammad Esmaeil Akbari : EIC

Dear Author,
Your article is reviewed by the reviewers carefully. According to their comments, this
document needs major revision. Please follow their comments as requested.
Thanks.
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Revision (1)

Reply to Reviewers

Ideally, the reviewing process can significantly improve the
submitted manuscripts by allowing the authors to take into
account the advice of reviewers. Author(s) must reply to all
reviewers' comments in a separate Word file, point by point.
A  "Reply to Reviewers" document is submitted along with
revised manuscript during submission of revised files,
summarizing the changes that the authors made in response to
the reviewers' comments. The responses to reviewers'
comments specifies how the authors addressed each comment
the reviewers made.

You can read the authors' responses to the reviewers' comments
in the next page.
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Reply to Reviewer Comments 

We sincerely thank the reviewers for their insightful comments, 
which have greatly improved the quality of our manuscript. 
Below, we provide detailed responses to each comment. All 
changes have been incorporated into the revised manuscript and 
are highlighted for clarity.

 We hope the revised manuscript meets your expectations. Please
let us know if further adjustments are needed. 

Reviewer 1: 

1. Introduction: "Following breast-conserving surgery for 
infiltrating carcinoma, it is imperative to administer 
radiotherapy, independent of the disease's specific 
characteristics" It is suggested to revise this sentence to 
follow the recent findings such that radiotherapy can be 
safely omitted in a specific group of patients with low-risk 
disease .

Response: Thanks for your point, we corrected and highlighted 
this paragraph.
 

2. Introduction: "This approach significantly reduces the 
likelihood of local recurrence, ..." it is suggested to revise the 
sentence so that mentioning the crucial role of adjuvant 
radiotherapy in controlling regional recurrence .

Response: we added and highlighted this paragraph.
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3. The manuscript requires English copy editing for 
typographical errors. For example "locally aggressive fibrous 
tumothat" in line 36. 

Response: Thank for your attention, we corrected these errors, 
and highlighted in the article. 

4.Kindly follow the IJCM guideline for manuscript preparation:

Response : We rewrote this case report and it was followed the 
IJCM guideline. 

5. Case presentation. please add the details of the patient’s 
radiotherapy. Response: we added more details, and 
highlighted in articles.

 

6. It is recommended to add a figure depicting the microscopic 
histopathologic appearance of the DFSP lesion. This figure 
accordance with its description is definitely required for the 
manuscript acceptance. In addition, it is suggested to add the 
macroscopic appearance of the lesion

Response:  We unfortunately, don't have photo of macroscopic 
appearance of lesion but photos of microscopic histopathology 
was added.
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 7. Due to the rarity of DFSP, it is suggested to use cautious 
words to express that DFSP is secondary to the previous 
radiotherapy. 

Response: we have revised the sentence accordingly 

8. Discussion section can be improved by adding a 
comprehensive table summarizing the corresponding literature 
(breast DFSP). 

Response: We appreciate your suggestion and have 
incorporated a comprehensive table into the article. Given the 
presence of multiple analyses on primary breast DFSP, we have
specifically focused on literature regarding DFSP following 
radiation therapy. The table summarizes relevant studies that 
report cases of DFSP after RT, providing a clearer overview of 
the available evidence in this context.

 9. Keywords must be placed after Abstract. 

Response: we rewrote this case report which follows guideline 
of journal 
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10. References require re-formatting to follow the journal 
guideline. Thank for your point, we rewrote the references 
according to the Vancouver Style.
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Amir Shahram Yousefi Kashi : Associate Editor

Dear EIC
Based on the authors' answers to the reviewers' comments, the reviewer(s) have
recommended publication.
Kind regards.

Mohammad Esmaeil Akbari : EIC

Dear Author,
We have completed our review of your manuscript and are pleased to inform you
that it is being considered for publication in the IJPBS. Note that the publication of
your article will only be finalized upon your cooperation with the editorial processing.
Thank you for your fine contribution, and we look forward to your continued
contributions to the Journal.
Kind Regards,
EIC

14 Apr 2025
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