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	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.


	The research study conducted is well-executed and provides valuable insights. It will serve as an important reference for the classification of breast cancer and contribute significantly to advancing understanding in this area
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not well suitable. The title is very generalized
	

	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.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Some corrections are required before publication
Comments

1. Since the study was conducted at a specific hospital in Indonesia, the current title appears too general. Therefore, it should be revised to more specifically reflect the study setting.
2. In the abstract, the author has mentioned the hospital name; however, including the country name as well would provide better context and understanding.
3. Improve the language and specifically revise the first five lines of the abstract for improved clarity and representation.
4. The author reported the prevalence rate in Indonesia for 2016. Are there any more recent data available up to 2020? If so, please include it in the manuscript.
5. The study is well-conducted, but there are no histopathological images included in the manuscript, despite it being a research study. It would be beneficial to include at least one histopathological image for grades 1, 2, and 3. Additionally, incorporating these images based on histopathological classification could significantly enhance the impact of the research."
6. Histopathological classification of breast tissue alone may not be sufficient for identifying the severity of the disease. Genetic marker, protein expression and other factors are also crucial for effective treatment. How can you justify this approach based on the study you have conducted? How would solely relying on histopathology be beneficial for patient treatment. Is the outcome of your research alone sufficient to determine the treatment plan in 36 patients?
7. Instead of presenting all the data in a tabular form, it would be better to use graphical representations. If possible, please consider importing the data in a graphical format for at least few tables
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