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Comments to authors: What was the biopsy result after the ultrasound guided core

biopsy? (before guidewire localization) It would be good to add in the discussion, what

are the challenges in the case and your recommendation? Nonpalpable breast mass –

how do you plan to resect them. When should clinically (on imaging) fibroadenomas be

biopsied or resected? Guidelines? – size, characteristics, clinical suspicion? In case of a

CNB of a fibroadenoma, but imaging has calcifications- should outright resection be

performed? Or are there preoperative test(s) that should be performed? A core biopsy

should be performed on a fibroadenoma that presents more than 20% growth in 6

months, especially in patients over 40 years of age, to exclude the possibility of

malignancy. – “on a fibroadenoma” mean you already have a tissue diagnosis

beforehand or clinical suspicion still of a fibroadenoma? Or you mean “should be

performed”on breast lesions with specific clinical characteristics? For the differential

diagnosis, is this for breast nodules with calcifications? Or breast nodules considered as

pure fibroadenoma? The DDx you mentioned did not mention similar findings in your

case where a presence of a breast nodule with calficifcations. Figure 3 you mentioned
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microcalcifications but in the DISCUSSION, you mentioned “In our case, the

macrocalcifications were the key for the diagnosis of DCIS within fibroadenoma” DCIS

in general – what is the guideline? Breast option for total or conservative mastectomy?

Axillary – When Staging may be applied? Key message in my own opinion, nonpalpable

breast nodules (suspected of fibroadenoma (since you did not mention CNB result) with

microcalfications (such as in your case) -a DCIS can be considered. Since the lesion is

nonpalpable, wire localization + excision is warranted. In your conclusion - The

radiologist should consider this differential diagnosis when a nodule with atypical

imaging findings or an increase in size of 20% or more occurs during follow-up studies.

A core biopsy should be performed to confirm or exclude the diagnosis. – but no

mention of the calcifications.
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