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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.


	It gives clinicians early evidence to evaluate if surgery is preferable than conservative care. Gynecologists, breast surgeons, and primary care providers can use the data to support large, multicenter trials to prove cost-effectiveness and long-term safety.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title may be suggested as 
“Comparison of Surgical and Medical Management of Symptomatic Fibrocystic Breast Changes: A Prospective Pilot Study.”
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured. Might consider explicitly stating the sample size for each group in the Methods portion and briefly highlighting the main limitations (small sample size, single center) in the Conclusions to give readers a balanced view.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study seems credible. Methods, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and statistical tests are explained.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are usually enough, up-to-date, and related (a few from 2021–2025). It could be helpful to add further information from similar research about cost-effectiveness or quality-of-life results.


	

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


	The English is clear and works well for academic communication. Only need to make small changes to the grammar for consistency.
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	Figures may have photos or clinical descriptions with further detail. A short paragraph in the Discussion that compares your results to those of recent studies would help put things in context.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Ajay Kumar, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


