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This is a well written case report describing the loss of Her2 amplification in a patient
with breast cancer after neoadjuvant chemotherapy and the authors went on to do a
literature review of this phenomenon which has been shown in about 10% of patient in
case series. Just a small point i would like the authors to clarify is with regards to the
take home message, i think in this patient she continued to complete herceptin even after
the her?2 loss of amplification, so is the take home message that patient should continue
to be treated based on initial her2 status pre neoadjuvant chemotherapy? I believe this

point will be useful for readers if it is more explicitly clarified or stated.




