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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Title : ML-BASED" could be expanded to "Machine Learning-Based" for  Better clarity
Abstract:

· needs grammatical refinement for clarity.

· Phrasing like “for ancient data can be expected the type

 of  input data”  should be more clear and 

rephrased.

Introduction:

· The introduction provides a good background but lacks flow and has redundant sentences.

· Statistical information should be cited properly ("2018 statistical report by World Cancer Research" should have a proper reference formatting)

· Few statements need  logical connections between disease diagnosis and machine learning motivation.

Litrature review :
· Related work /Literature review should be added and can be included one summary table that lists key models, datasets, and their main metric to highlight gaps.

Proposed System and Architecture:

·  The algorithm steps  could be presented in pseudocode or a numbered list with improved clarity.

· Formulae need proper formatting (e.g., Perimeter² / Area - 1.0 should be typeset using math environments).

· Data Source and size of the data should be mention.

· The main attributes required for the algorithm need to be discussed, 

along with the approach used for selecting these attributes

Results and Analysis:

· The correlation analysis needs more explanation about feature selection and its impact on model performance.

·   Figures (e.g., heatmap) must be properly captioned and referenced within the text.

Model Implementation:

· too much informal language ("Now, we are ready to build..." could be made more formal).

· flow or pseudo-code diagram explaining model training and evaluation would improve readability.

· model comparison is good but needs better explanation for readers unfamiliar with Python practices.

· Y = (z - v) / t
, the parameter need to be discussed
      Ensemble Learning:

· Tables  are mentioned but not included. They must be shown with proper captions and references in the text.

· The explanations for Decision Tree + Random Forest and SVC + Logistic Regression ensembles are accurate but repetitive.

· Need to explain why these these specific ensemble pairs were chosen

Conclusion:
· Conclusion is good but largely repeats the abstract.

· Future work suggestions are missing

References:

· Format references consistently and professionally according to journal guidelines.

Language and Style:

· The grammar, sentence structure, and punctuation need significant improvement throughout.

·  Use consistent tenses (past tense preferred for completed work).

· Avoid informal phrases like "If you observe..." or "Let's make a dictionary...".
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