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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.

	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the clinicopathological profile of breast cancer among women in rural Central India, a topic underrepresented in current literature. The findings contribute important real-world evidence that can support earlier diagnosis, targeted screening programs, and improved management strategies in resource-limited settings. The chapter adds regional epidemiological data that can benefit clinicians, researchers, and public health planners. Overall, the manuscript holds strong relevance for cancer research and rural health policy development.
	

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

	The title is appropriate, specific, and clearly reflects the study area, design, and clinical themes. No change is required.
	

	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.

	The abstract is comprehensive and successfully summarizes the aims, methodology, results, and implications of the study. The flow is logical, and the key findings are highlighted well. Minor language polishing will improve readability, but the abstract is strong and informative in its current form.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The retrospective study design, sample size, and statistical interpretation are appropriate for the objectives. The results and discussion sections are coherent and correlate well with established literature. The manuscript makes an important contribution by documenting breast cancer characteristics specific to a rural population.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant to the study. The authors have cited both regional and global studies, which enrich the academic value of the work. No mandatory additions are required at this stage.
	

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

	The manuscript is written in clear and professional English. Minor grammatical refinements may further enhance clarity, but the current language quality is suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The chapter is well-structured and easy to follow. Tables and figures complement the interpretation of results effectively. The discussion integrates local findings with broader scientific evidence and emphasizes clinical significance. The manuscript is informative and will serve as a useful reference for researchers and clinicians working in breast cancer and rural health.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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