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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.


	
	

	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.
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Major Comments

1.Study Design and Objectives

The objective should be more explicitly stated at the end of the Introduction, including a clear rationale for why these characteristics are important in the context of bone metastasis.

2.Inclusion Criteria and Case Definition

The criteria used to confirm bone metastasis are not clearly defined. Please specify whether bone metastases were diagnosed based on imaging, histopathology, clinical judgment, or a combination of these.

3.Data Analysis

Only univariate descriptive analysis was performed and justify why no subgroup or comparative analysis (e.g., by subtype or metastatic pattern) was conducted.

4.Treatment Modalities

The rationale for treatment choices is not sufficiently explained. For example, the indication for surgery in metastatic cases should be clarified.

Minor Comments

1.Language and Grammar

Several grammatical and typographical errors are present (e.g., inconsistent capitalization, spacing, and pluralization). The manuscript would benefit from professional English language editing.

Section headings should be consistently capitalized (e.g., “Material and Methods,” “Results”).

2.Tables

Table titles should be more concise and consistently formatted.

Ensure all abbreviations used in tables (e.g., TILs, LVI, TNBC, TPBC) are defined either in the table footnotes or at first mention in the text.

3.Abstract

The abstract is generally clear but slightly repetitive in the Results section. Consider streamlining to highlight the most clinically relevant findings.

4.References

Some references are web-based or non-peer-reviewed sources (3, 8, 12, 16, 21). Where possible, replace these with peer-reviewed journal articles.

Ensure uniform citation style throughout the reference list.

5.Conclusion

The conclusion appropriately summarizes the findings but could be strengthened by more clearly linking results to potential implications for early detection and clinical management.

Major Revision

The study addresses an important clinical issue and provides valuable local data. However, revisions are required to improve methodological clarity, strengthen the discussion of limitations, and enhance overall presentation quality.
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