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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.

	Mention if there is any unmet needs in the field of diagnosis of breast pathology. Also mention if there is any limitation of the procedure done for diagnosis.
	

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

	A better title would be “Diagnostic utility of intraoperative scrape cytology in palpable breast lump”
	

	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.

	Methods can be kept short. Conduction of study place and time part may be removed in abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	1. AJCC staging system in results needs reference
2. “Highly significant” in results may be changed to “statistically significant”
3. Table 2: give reference for the social classes in legends
4. Table 3: no need for highly significant under significant coloumn (as already mentioned in text)
5. No need to mention sensitivity column in legends again in table 3 as already mentioned in text, better to mention in text only
6. In discussion part, it is requested not to repeat the same text as in results… like out of 123 patients.. only percentages may be mentioned along with suitable references from other studies 
7. Mention if there was any limitation of the study in discussion part
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Recent references required. Add references of studies in last 5 years (Atleast 5 to 6 references)
	

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

	
English is suitable but few wordings require reformation with respect to repeatation of the same things in text and in figures



	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
There is no mention of ethical committee clearance taken or not. It needs to be mentioned. It is better to give the IEC number of the institute in case of thesis.
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