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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 provides a critical contribution to the scientific community by addressing the persistent gap between awareness and practice of breast self-examination (BSE) among women in a low-resource setting. Through its rigorous mixed-methods approach, the study not only quantifies the predictors of BSE adherence but also deeply explores the sociocultural and structural barriers that hinder regular screening practices. Its findings highlight the pivotal role of community health workers and educational attainment in improving BSE uptake, offering actionable insights for public health policymakers. By contextualizing the challenges of breast cancer early detection in Nigeria, this research informs the design of culturally sensitive, community-based interventions that can be adapted across similar low- and middle-income countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Understanding Breast Self-Examination Practices in Ilorin, Nigeria: Insights from a Mixed-Methods Approach"
	

	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 of the article is largely comprehensive and well-structured, covering the aim, study design, setting, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, a few refinements could improve clarity, precision, and emphasis on the study's value.
Add a sentence on the significance of the study

Clarify mixed-methods details earlier

Include sample size in the conclusion sentence
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically sound, with a few caveats and recommendations for enhancement.
Appropriate Study Design: A community-based cross-sectional mixed-methods approach is entirely appropriate for such a KAP study. Combining quantitative surveys with qualitative interviews increases both validity and depth.
	

	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
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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