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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 addresses an important public health issue, particularly in low- and middle-income countries where access to organized breast cancer screening services remains limited. By proposing a desktop-based self-examination support system, the study contributes to digital health solutions aimed at improving early symptom recognition and health-seeking behavior among women. The work is especially relevant in the Nigerian context, where late presentation of breast cancer is common. The manuscript provides a practical and context-aware approach that may complement existing breast awareness and education strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the content of the manuscript.
However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and academic precision.

Suggested alternative title (optional):
Development of a Desktop-Based Breast Cancer Symptom Self-Examination Support System
	

	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 covers the main components of the study (aims, methodology, results, and conclusion). However, some improvements are recommended:

· The methodology should briefly mention the rule-based logical decision framework used in the system.

· The results section should clearly clarify that the application does not diagnose cancer, but rather identifies symptom presence requiring further medical evaluation.

· Minor grammatical and stylistic corrections are needed for clarity and academic tone.

Overall, the abstract is acceptable but would benefit from minor revision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its conceptual framework and objectives. The use of symptom-based breast self-examination aligned with established clinical warning signs is appropriate and supported by relevant literature. The logical decision table is internally consistent and clearly presented.

However, the following scientific clarifications are recommended:

· Explicitly state that the system is a decision-support and awareness tool, not a diagnostic system.

· Clarify the sample size, response rate, and inclusion criteria of respondents.

· Strengthen the methodology section by briefly explaining why the selected five symptoms were prioritized.

With these clarifications, the manuscript would meet acceptable scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and relevant. The manuscript includes both classical and recent sources (up to 2024), covering breast self-examination, mammography, and digital health applications.

Minor suggestions:

· Ensure uniform citation formatting across references.

· Consider adding one recent WHO or Nigerian Ministry of Health guideline related to breast cancer screening or digital health.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires moderate language editing. Issues include:

· Repetition of ideas in the Introduction

· Minor grammatical errors

· Occasional informal phrasing

A careful proofreading or professional language editing would significantly improve readability and scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures are relevant but should include clearer captions and consistent formatting.

· Ethical considerations are addressed, but the ethical approval reference number (if available) should be added.

· The conclusion is appropriate but could be slightly shortened to avoid repetition.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified. Informed consent was obtained from participants, and the study involves non-invasive, questionnaire-based data collection.
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