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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 addresses a critical evidence gap by characterizing breast cancer in rural India, revealing distinct patterns including younger age at diagnosis, advanced-stage presentation, and an exceptionally high prevalence of triple-negative subtype (55.3%). The study provides essential data to inform region-specific screening strategies, resource allocation, and policy development for underserved populations. Its observations highlight the urgent need for strengthening oncology infrastructure and molecular diagnostics in rural India, with broader implications for cancer control in similar low and middle income country contexts.
	

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

	YES

	

	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.

	YES

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	YES

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	YES

	

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

	

YES


	

	Optional/General comments

	
NO


1. In Abstract states “TNBC accounted for 55.3%, while Luminal A represented 44.7%”…. Which is consistent with Table 3 and appears as correct. However, in Section 3.3: "Luminal A tumors represented 44.7% of cases, whereas TNBC comprised 55.3% of the cohort. No Luminal B or HER2-enriched molecular subtypes were identified." This is internally inconsistent: 44.7% + 55.3% = 100%, leaving 0% for HER2-positive cases, which is biologically implausible.

2. Section 3.1: the sentence “Out of 150 patients 149…..” is incomplete and confusing。 Please complete the sentence

3. HER2 Testing: The authors admited “incomplete HER2 testing” in the limitations, and Table 3 shows zero HER2-positive cases. This suggests either: (a) HER2 testing was not performed (which is violating basic molecular profiling standards), or (b) data was omitted. Without confirmeing HER2 negativity, the TNBC classification is invalid. This is a crucial flaw for a study claiming to report “molecular profile”

4. Whether the patients underwent "radical mastectomy with axillary dissection." Or “modified radical mastectomy (MRM)” which is the standard of care for decades. Please Clarify which was performed, throughout the manuscript to diminish any ambiguity.

5. In the text Section 3.4 "radiotherapy data were limited," but Table 2 (Clinical Details) shows 78 (52%) received radiotherapy. 

On the otherhand, Table 4 then shows 0 (0.0%) received radiotherapy. This is contradictory—which is correct?....Please justify clearly

6. Some references are incomplete (e.g., NCRP, 2020 lacks page numbers; Thakur et al., 2018 lacks journal volume/issue…..)

7. In the Introduction “According to GLOBOCAN (2020)”  …please update with recent data

	



















	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

	






Reviewer details:
Saikat  Kumar  Panja, Shenzhen Institute of Advanced Technology Chinese Academy of Sciences, India


Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
