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	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 molecular classification of breast cancer is the mainstay of treatment decisions and prognosis in breast carcinoma, immunohistochemistry acts as a surrogate marker for the prognostication of breast cancer.
Different IHC markers have been proposed to correlate with the molecular classification which aids in treatment and further understanding of the proteins involved in breast. carcinoma pathogenesis
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	Please mention the study period in which study was conducted (year to year)
Also, the author needs to emphasize why ck5/6 and SMA IHC is performed in breast cancer in relation to treatment modalities and prognosis.
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	calculate the p value between CK5/6 and SMA in this study using chi square test and was it significant?
Discussion part says that patients were mostly below 50 years which is contradictory to the results shown in table no.1.

The images need to be refined and are of suboptimal quality.
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