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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable epidemiological and cytopathological data on breast lesions in a resource-limited African setting, specifically Kiambu County, Kenya. Given the rising burden of breast cancer in Sub-Saharan Africa and the documented disparities in access to early diagnostic services, local hospital-based data are critically important for guiding early detection strategies and resource allocation.

The study contributes to the limited Kenyan and East African literature on the cytological spectrum of palpable breast lumps using the International Academy of Cytology (IAC) Yokohama reporting system. The high proportion of benign lesions (91.4%) and identification of fibroadenoma as the predominant lesion reinforce the importance of FNAC as a cost-effective triage tool in LMIC settings.

Furthermore, the manuscript explores associations between reproductive, lifestyle, and anthropometric factors and breast lesion patterns, which may inform public health education and risk stratification efforts. Overall, the study adds locally relevant evidence that supports strengthening cytology-based diagnostic frameworks in similar healthcare contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	FINE
	

	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.


	This is methodologically inconsistent. The study is a prospective cross-sectional study, not a cohort study. This should be corrected.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1) The abstract describes the study as “Prospective cross-sectional and cohort.” However, based on the methodology, this appears to be a prospective cross-sectional study, not a cohort study. No follow-up or longitudinal outcome assessment is described.
2) No multivariable analysis (e.g., logistic regression) was conducted to control for confounders.
3) Only 16 malignant cases were identified. Statistical comparisons involving malignancy groups may be underpowered, especially for subgroup analysis (e.g., smoking).
4) The manuscript is scientifically acceptable but requires methodological refinement and stronger critical discussion to meet high-impact journal standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate but should be expanded with 5–8 high-impact, recent (2020–2025) systematic reviews or meta-analyses.
 Recent Sub-Saharan Africa breast cancer epidemiology reviews (2022–2024).

 Meta-analyses on BMI and breast cancer risk (JAMA Oncology / Lancet Oncology).
	

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


	Professional academic language editing is advised prior to submission to a peer-reviewed journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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