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	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.


	This article is important for several interconnected public health, behavioral, and policy reasons. In tropical urban settings like Mumbai, where UV exposure is intense and year-round, cumulative sun damage is a real and ongoing risk. Studying awareness and behaviors in such a context is crucial because the environmental risk is constant, not seasonal. One of the most valuable findings is the disconnect between awareness and actual sunscreen use. Even when people have some knowledge about UV risks, that knowledge does not necessarily translate into protective behavior. This highlights that education alone may not be sufficient—behavioral, cultural, economic, and accessibility factors likely play a role.
	

	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.


	The abstract is clearly structured and methodologically sound, but it can be improved by making the narrative more fluid, reducing repetition, and ensuring smoother transitions between sections. Some statistical details can also be integrated more naturally into the text to enhance readability while maintaining scientific rigor.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It seems so at this moment.
	

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

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


	Overall English language check needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Discussion section can be strengthened by focusing more clearly on interpretation rather than repeating the results. It should begin by highlighting the most important and unexpected findings—particularly the significant gap between awareness and actual sunscreen use—and then explore why this disconnect exists. Rather than simply stating that awareness was not an independent predictor of sunscreen use, the paragraph should consider possible explanations, such as behavioral, cultural, economic, or climate-related factors that may limit consistent protective practices despite knowledge of risks. The observed gender differences in awareness, coupled with the lack of difference in sunscreen use, also deserve deeper interpretation, as they may reflect changing social norms, cosmetic motivations, or shifting perceptions of skincare among young adults. Additionally, the divided perceptions regarding bio-based sunscreens should be contextualized within broader trends in consumer trust, sustainability concerns, and product marketing. Strengthening comparisons with existing literature would further position the findings within the broader research landscape. Overall, the Discussion should move beyond description to provide thoughtful interpretation, contextualization, and clear public health implications.
The work of - Niculet E, Craescu M, Rebegea L, Bobeica C, Nastase F, Lupasteanu G, Stan DJ, Chioncel V, Anghel L, Lungu M, Lungu M, et al: Basal cell carcinoma: Comprehensive clinical and histopathological aspects, imaging tools and therapeutic approaches (Review). Exp Ther Med 23: 60, 2022 - can reinforce the clinical significance of UV exposure by providing a stronger pathophysiological link between chronic ultraviolet radiation and skin carcinogenesis, especially basal cell carcinoma (BCC). By integrating mechanisms such as DNA damage, oxidative stress, and mutation pathways described in the review, your article could better contextualize why insufficient sun-protective behavior in a tropical city is not merely a cosmetic issue but a long-term oncologic risk. The review offers a detailed overview of clinical and histopathological features of skin cancer, which could help your paper expand its Discussion section to emphasize real-world consequences of inadequate protection. Referencing how delayed diagnosis increases morbidity or treatment complexity would strengthen the urgency of preventive strategies. The section on  imaging tools and therapeutic approaches provides an opportunity to discuss the economic and healthcare burden of advanced skin cancer management. By contrasting the sophistication and cost of modern diagnostic and therapeutic interventions with the simplicity and affordability of primary prevention (e.g., sunscreen use), you can reinforce the public health argument that prevention is far more efficient than treatment.
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