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presentation and management, analysed clinical treatment methods and concluded that 

a multidisciplinary treatment is necessary when malignant transformation occurs in 

GCA, for optimal outcomes. Title: It reflects the major topics and contents of the study. 

Abstract: It gives a clear delineation of the research objective and the results. Cases & 

Discussion: The case are clearly presented and documented; every cases are elaborated 

in the discussion section. In conclusion, this is a very interesting report, which provides 

a reference for clinical treatment of anal carcinoma in Giant Anal Condyloma. 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The authors report two cases of giant anal condyloma with SCC.  The cases contrast 

nicely as one is in an HIV patient and the other is not.  Given the rarity of these cases 

the quality of data is limited to case reports in the literature.  The authors do a nice job 
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of reviewing the literature.  I have the following comments and suggestions hopefully 

to improve the manuscript.   1 Title is appropriate and reflects the main subject of the 

manuscript.  If truly multi-disciplinary authors might want to consider adding a 

radiation oncologist to discuss radiation fields or a medical oncologist to discuss medical 

management.  2 Abstract.- no suggestions.  3 Introduction- Brief and to the point.  

Give appropriate background information for the reader.  However, additional 

information regarding the risk of malignant transformation of a giant anal condyloma to 

SCC would be important.    4 Case presentation.  Nice comparison of HIV and 

non-HIV associated GCA.  Did Case #2 receive systemic chemotherapy? Was an APR 

considered?  why and why not?  5 Discussion. Nice review.  Any recommendations 

on the size/gauge of core needle biopsy?  MRI is also an acceptable imaging modality 

to evaluate the anal sphincter involvement.  So MRI or EUS are good options 

depending on local expertise.  The authors did not discuss the role of EGFR-inhibitors, 

systemic chemotherapy in anal SCC. Could they expand on this. Also could they expand 

on whether they resect all anal SCC after chemorads or just if residual disease?  The 

goal of this review by the title is a multi-disciplinary discussion of the complex 

management of GAC but I felt the discussion was mainly surgical.  I think expanding 

the discussion to include what fields are radiated, what chemosensitizers are used, what 

systemic and local medical options are appropriate would significantly improve the 

manuscript.   8 Illustrations and tables- Figure1 and 3.  Since these are pre- and post 

therapy of the same patient perhaps clarifying this in the legend or including as Figure 1 

A and figure 1B would be beneficial.  Figure 2 the images are quite small.  anyway 

they can be expanded for easier review?  for Figure 5 and 2 could the authors include 

the SUV max in the legend.  These two cases behaved quite differently would be 

interesting to know if the SUV max was any different  9 Overall, good review of the 

literature.  Given the rarity of GCA and anal SCC a case report and review of the 
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literature is sufficient.  I would like to see the authors discuss if they manage HIV 

associated GCA/SCC any differently than non-HIV related.  Obviously the outcomes 

are worse but do they treat differently? 
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