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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 provides a comprehensive statistical framework for analyzing breast cancer disease pathways using multistate and competing risks models. Such approaches allow for a more realistic representation of disease progression by accounting for multiple transitions and mutually exclusive clinical outcomes. The study contributes to improved understanding of breast cancer dynamics and offers valuable methodological guidance for researchers working with complex longitudinal cancer data. Its findings are relevant to biostatistics, epidemiology, and clinical research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title does not fully capture the study’s primary contribution, and revising it to emphasize the novel statistical framework would improve its clarity and impact.
	

	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 clear and mostly complete, as it explains the background, methods, and main results of the study. However, it should more clearly state the practical importance of the findings and the problem addressed in existing research. Shortening some technical details would also help improve clarity and focus.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct and methodologically sound. The use of multistate and competing risks models is appropriate for the research objectives, and the statistical framework is consistent with established theory in survival analysis and event-history modelling.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and up to date. The manuscript includes 64 references, with most drawn from recent years, reflecting current research trends.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and stylistic revisions would further enhance clarity and readability.
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