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	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it presents a feasible, low-cost alternative for breast tissue marking in patients undergoing neoadjuvant therapy. The study provides evidence that can be especially valuable in low- and middle-income countries where commercial markers are often unavailable or unaffordable. By documenting the feasibility and safety of this approach, the work contributes to the ongoing discussion of resource-appropriate oncology practices and highlights a practical solution adaptable to similar settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the manuscript’s content. For conciseness, the authors may also consider a shorter version such as “Case series of breast tissue marking using surgical clips in resource-limited settings”.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. To strengthen it, the authors may wish to explicitly state the total number of patients at the beginning and emphasize that the study was conducted in a local hospital context. Highlighting feasibility and safety compared with commercial markers would also enhance clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methods are adequately described, and the results are consistent with the objectives. The main limitation—that the method is applicable only to malignant tumors in surgical candidates—should be more explicitly acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and mostly recent. However, including additional citations from other low- and middle-income settings where similar approaches have been tested would further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	Yes, the English language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor polishing would improve fluency, but this does not hinder comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable and well-prepared case series with practical implications for oncology practice in resource-limited environments. With minor revisions in the abstract, discussion of limitations, and light language editing, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
Justification: The manuscript addresses an interesting and clinically relevant topic and is generally well-structured. The methodology is adequately described, and the results are clearly presented. However, some sections would benefit from clarification and further elaboration (particularly in the discussion), and minor improvements in language and formatting are recommended. Overall, the study is of good quality and makes a valuable contribution to the field.
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