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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 by focusing on breast cancer awareness and self-examination support through a desktop-based digital tool. It contributes to the growing field of health informatics by demonstrating how symptom-based, rule-driven systems can be used to support early awareness, particularly in low-resource or limited-access settings. The study is relevant for researchers and practitioners interested in digital health education, preventive health strategies, and community-based screening support. Additionally, the work provides a foundation for future studies incorporating statistical validation or intelligent decision-support methods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally relevant to the content of the manuscript; however, it could be improved for clarity and academic precision. In particular, the supportive and symptom-based nature of the system is not sufficiently emphasized.

I suggested alternative title: Development of a Desktop-Based, Symptom-Oriented Breast 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 is informative and summarizes the general aim, methodology, and outcomes of the study. However, it would benefit from minor revisions. Specifically, the abstract should clearly state that the system is supportive and non-diagnostic in nature. In addition, overly strong claims related to early detection or mortality reduction should be moderated, and the study context (population or setting) could be briefly clarified. These changes would improve accuracy and alignment with the study design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable in terms of its conceptual background and technical implementation. The description of breast cancer symptoms and the motivation for promoting breast self-examination are consistent with existing literature. However, the system is entirely rule-based and lacks statistical validation or clinical performance evaluation; therefore, it should not be interpreted as a diagnostic or predictive tool. With clearer positioning as a health awareness and screening support application, the scientific validity of the manuscript would be strengthened.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several relevant and foundational studies; however, it is only partially up to date. The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent (last 2–3 years) studies on digital health tools, breast self-examination education, and mobile or desktop-based health awareness systems. Adding recent systematic reviews or evaluation studies would further strengthen the literature background.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language quality requires improvement. There are grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and some repetitive expressions that affect clarity and academic tone. A thorough language revision by a proficient English editor or native speaker is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study presents a digital application with clear social value in the context of health education and breast cancer awareness. However, in its current form, the study is highly limited in terms of statistical analysis and data-driven inference. The collected data are reported only at a descriptive level, and the reliability, consistency, and potential implications of the system’s outputs are not statistically evaluated. As a result, the scientific contribution of the work remains largely at the level of software demonstration rather than empirical research. The accuracy of the rule-based structure used in the study is not supported by standard performance measures such as sensitivity, specificity, false positive/negative rates, or basic probability-based metrics. Furthermore, no quantitative comparison is made between the system outputs and established breast cancer risk profiles reported in the literature. Consequently, the presented results do not allow for strong data-driven conclusions. Integrating statistical methods (such as basic probabilistic modeling, decision tree–based evaluation, confidence intervals, or scenario analysis)would substantially enhance the interpretability and scientific value of the system outputs. Expanding the methodological framework in this direction, moderating the study claims, improving language quality, and updating the literature would significantly strengthen the manuscript and increase its suitability for publication as a statistically grounded study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the information presented in the manuscript, no direct or serious ethical violation has been identified. However, although the study was conducted with human participants, it would be appropriate to explicitly provide information regarding ethical committee approval, including the name of the institution, approval number, and date. In addition, the fact that the developed system directs users toward “undergoing mammography” creates a risk that the application may be perceived as a diagnostic tool. From an ethical perspective, it would be preferable to clearly and explicitly state that the system is intended solely for awareness-raising and supportive guidance purposes and does not perform diagnosis or clinical decision-making.
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