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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	As the authors point, SWE is an advanced non-invasive technique that is incorporated in most advanced ultrasound machines. Despite its limitations, SWE should be used on every case to not only differentiate between benign and malignant lesions but as important, increase the knowledge and experience of the operator. These types of articles are important because they point to alternatives in diagnosing breast cancer that developing countries can use that don’t have expensive  mammography machines on every corner. The more the operator uses SWE the more that person knows. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Spot on.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	It says what it has to say.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the authors point out not only the positive values but the limitations of what they encountered.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, there are two pages of references by other authors evaluating their use o SWE.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The issues with alternative diagnostic methods for breast cacner is always the same. If it doesn’t utilize ‘radiation,’ it is supressed by the medical-industrial complex (at least in the USA). No diagnostic method is 100% when it comes to cancer. The authors should explore the use of SWE in evaluation axillary lymph nodes to help determine if a suspicious node needs biosy. This is important especially for small tumors (5-8mm) where systemic therapy is considered or not.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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