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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 is good study to indicate the prevalence of benign breast disease in women who present with breast lump. FNAC is the test to diagnose the condition. However with incidence of malignant condition in the study does not truly reflect the causative factor in this small sample size.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Prevelence can be omitted as this is the hospital based study in small sample size. . Only “ Pattern of breast lesions…” would suffice.
	

	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.  In keywords, - Mention of Kenya would be additional.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it describes the common pathological lesions with help of  Pap Stain
	

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

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


	Yes. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-conducted and well-written, clearly structured, methodologically sound study. Below is a detailed review with commendations and suggestions for improvement, organized by section.

Overall Strengths

· Clear Rationale: The introduction effectively establishes the public health significance of breast cancer in LMICs and Kenya, identifying a specific evidence gap for Kiambu County.

· Prospective Design: The prospective data collection strengthens the study's validity compared to a retrospective review.

· Standardized Reporting: The use of the IAC Yokohama System is a major strength, ensuring diagnostic consistency and allowing for international comparison.

· Confirmation of Key Diagnoses: Following up atypical/suspicious/malignant FNAC cases with histopathology is crucial for diagnostic accuracy and is a best practice.

· Comprehensive Analysis: The analysis of socio-demographic and risk factor associations adds valuable context to the cytological findings.

· Adherence to Ethical Standards: Clearly stated ethical approval and consent.

Review & Suggestions

1. Title & Abstract

· Title: Clear, descriptive, and includes key elements (prevalence, patterns, population, location).

· Abstract: Accurately summarizes the study. Consider adding the key significant risk factors (e.g., age, BMI, family history) to the results sentence in the abstract for greater impact.

· Consider adding "Kenya" as a keyword.

2. Introduction

· It provides a compelling global, regional, and local context, logically leading to the study's objective. The references are current and relevant.

3. Materials and Methods

·  Study Design: You state "Prospective cross-sectional and cohort." This is slightly confusing. The study appears to be a prospective cross-sectional study with a diagnostic cohort component (the 20 cases that got histopathology). It is not a longitudinal cohort study. Suggest simplifying to "Prospective cross-sectional study" or "Prospective diagnostic study."

· Sampling: "Purposive sampling" is mentioned. Please clarify. Was it consecutive sampling (all eligible women presenting during the period)? If so, state that. If there were specific inclusion/exclusion criteria beyond having a palpable lump and consenting, list them.

·  Data Collection: Well-described. A minor point: "Pap technique" is usually written as "Papanicolaou stain."

·  Data Analysis: Appropriate. 

4. Results & Discussion

· The tables are clear and appropriate 

· Table 6 Header: "History of Tobacco Smoking and Alcohol Consumption versus..." is repeated in the table body; it can be removed from the body for cleaner presentation.

1. Clinical Implications: Add a short paragraph on the clinical and public health implications of your findings. For example: "The high prevalence of benign lesions, FNAC services to alleviate anxiety and avoid unnecessary surgery. 
2. Study Limitations: A limitations section is essential. Mention:

· Single-center study, which may limit generalizability.

· The relatively small number of malignant cases (n=16), which reduces the power to detect significant associations for some risk factors (e.g., smoking, radiation).

· Reliance on self-reported data for risk factors (alcohol, family history, etc.), which is subject to recall and social desirability bias.

3. Future Research: Suggest a line on future research, e.g., "Larger, multi-center studies in Kenya are needed to validate these patterns. Research integrating cytology with imaging and genetic risk assessment would further optimize early detection strategies."
5. Conclusion

· Concise and accurately reflects the results. It could be slightly strengthened by incorporating the main recommendation (e.g., "FNAC is a vital tool for triaging palpable breast lumps in this setting...").

6. References & Formatting

· References are appropriately cited and listed. Formatting is consistent.  journal-specific guidelines .

·  "social-demographic" is usually written as "sociodemographic."

Recommendation

This is a publishable manuscript. Congratulation and good luck
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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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