Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Research Journal of Oncology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IRJO_153163

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Prevalence and patterns of breast lesions among women presenting with palpable breast lumps at Kiambu Level 5 Hospital in Kiambu County, Kenya

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.


	Congratulations to the authors for the chosen topic, which is topical and which presents numerous discussions and controversies in the literature.

The article is well structured and argued, but changes are necessary to increase its scientific value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Suggestions for increasing the scientific value of the article:

- the introduction chapter treats the subject too briefly - it needs to be improved

- the material and method chapter should present the inclusion and exclusion criteria. It should also be specified whether the patients have benefited from other investigations prior to FNA and whether the FNA is performed under sonographic control.

- the tables in the discussion chapter should be moved to the results chapter; it would be useful to combine the results into fewer tables - as they are presented they are difficult for the reader to follow.

- the conclusions chapter should be more concise - as it is formulated it sounds more like a summary of the results chapter.

- the references, although most of them are new, are few; there are also recent studies that treat the subject discussed by the authors and their addition could improve both the introduction chapter and the discussion chapter
	


	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 detail)
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