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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 (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 paper contributes to the ongoing effort in applying machine learning techniques for medical diagnosis, focusing on ensemble models for breast cancer prediction. The topic is of high societal relevance due to the prevalence of breast cancer and the potential of automated systems to assist early detection. The study supports informed clinical decisions using predictive modeling.
	

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

	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and objective of the manuscript.

	

	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.

	The abstract is generally informative but requires refinement in grammar and sentence structure for better clarity. It currently includes repetitive language and could benefit from a more precise summary of methods and results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents valid methodologies and interprets the results appropriately. The comparison between ensemble models and individual models is relevant. However, some sections could benefit from deeper explanation—especially on feature selection and evaluation metrics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, most references are relevant and published recently. Including additional references from peer-reviewed international journals would further strengthen the literature base.
	

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

	The manuscript needs revision for grammar, punctuation, and clarity. Several sentences are awkwardly phrased. Professional proofreading is highly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Figures and tables should be better integrated, with appropriate captions and references within the main text. The methodological flow, while clear, could be made more concise. Some algorithm descriptions could be moved to an appendix to improve the narrative.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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