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	 Major Revision (Round 2). This is a major and good faith revision, and several of my first round comments have been duly addressed. However, a number of specific and verifiable points marked as "Changes Made" or "Mentioned" in the response file have not actually changed much in the manuscript, and two of them are scientific rather than editorial. A. Points Satisfactorily Addressed 1. Title. Revised exactly as suggested; now in line with the actual scope of the work. 2. Keywords. Replaced with the suggested set. Appropriate. 3. Introduction. Significantly improved. Lectins are now introduced, fibroadenoma and tumor grade are defined, and the statement of purpose now covers all four groups. This was my main structural criticism, and it has been met. 4. Abstract. Unfounded claims about multi-antennary branching, hypersialylation and “high diagnostic accuracy” have been removed, the control number is now fixed at n = 4 and the lack of statistical significance is now stated. 5. Exact p-values. The new Table 3 reports all thirty p-values ​​with an explicit key for the six comparisons. I manually verified several of these (e.g. normal LTL vs fibroadenoma, p = 0.066; WGA vs grade III fibroadenoma, p = 0.070) and they are correct. This is the single most valuable addition to the paper. 6. Inhibition controls. The results are now reported in Section 3.2 and shown in the new Figure 6. 7. Pretreatment. Dewaxing, hydration, epitope retrieval and endogenous peroxidase blocking are now described with reference (Paulsen et al., 2015). 8. Discussion. Per-lectin ratios are now provided for each group, fibroadenoma-specific references have been added, and a cautionary final paragraph acknowledges the lack of significance. 9. References. The list has been increased from 27 to 37 entries, and the citation style is now consistent throughout. B. Points not addressed, although marked as corrected. B1. Table 1 still contains a (critical) scientific error. LCA is listed as identifying Manα1,6(Manα1,3)Manβ1,4(Fucα1,2)GlcNAc-Asn. Lens collinaris agglutinin binds to α1,6-linked fucose, not α1,2. The authors' own discussion correctly states that "LCA specifically binds to glycans with α1-6-linked fucose residues", so the manuscript now contradicts itself. Only a comma has been added to this cell between the two versions. This should be corrected. B2. The blocking order is still reversed (critical). In Section 2.4, sections are first incubated with lectin and then blocked with 5% nonfat milk for 12 hours. Blocking should be done before lectin incubation; as written, the protocol cannot control for nonspecific binding, which would undermine any conclusions in the paper. This point was not addressed. B3. The size of the groups is still ambiguous. Section 2.2 states: “10 paraffin blocks of breast tissue with fibroadenomas and grade II and grade III breast carcinomas,” while Table 2 shows n = 10 for each of the three groups (30 blocks). The control discrepancy has been resolved; this was left in place or left in place. Please state clearly: Fibroadenoma n = 10, Grade II n = 10, Grade III n = 10, Normal n = 4. B4. Blood group and secretory status (FUT2) remain unexamined. UEA-I and LTL identify fucosylated H and Lewis epitopes whose expression depends on ABH secretion status. Without this information, the UEA-I and LTL results are confounded and this is not a “correlation” question that an observational design would exclude. If data cannot be retrieved, this should be explicitly stated as a limitation and the UEA-I/LTL interpretation modified accordingly. B5. The ethics report is still incomplete. There is no approval number and date, no explicit statement of informed consent or withdrawal in the manuscript, no statement of anonymity, and no explanation of the status of control tissues derived from IMSS. The sentence “Informed consent and protection of personal and clinical data were the responsibility of the treating physicians” assigns responsibility to them rather than documents it. The explanation provided in the response letter is satisfactory in terms of content and should simply be transferred to the manuscript with the committee’s reference number and date. B6. The figures are unchanged. I compared the embedded image files in both versions: all twenty micrographs are identical byte for byte to the first submission, with only one new image (Figure 6) added. As a result, there are still no scale bars and no negative control panels for each figure, and my intended replication in Figure 3 has not been examined. Magnification alone (“10x micrographs”) is not an acceptable substitute for a scale bar.
B7. Multiple comparisons. Thirty Fisher tests are reported without any corrections and without stating that the analysis was exploratory and uncorrected. Since no comparisons approach significance, the practical consequence is small, but this omission should be addressed in a single sentence in Section 2.6. B8. Statistical software. GraphPad InStat version 3.00 has been discontinued for years. This issue has not been addressed. B9. Missing sections. The budget, data access, and acknowledgements sections are still missing. C. New or persistent errors have been found in the revised version. C1. The conclusion section has been shortened to a single sentence that restates the abstract and is not supported by the data. The detailed and appropriately annotated paragraph that was included as the conclusion in the original submission has been moved to the end of the discussion. I recommend that you restore it, or a version of it, as the conclusion. C2. In the Ulex europaeus I paragraph of the Discussion section, the supporting sentence discusses WGA ("WGA lectin has been reported to recognize cell membranes..."). This appears to be a copy-paste error; the paragraph is about UEA-I. C3. Four in-text citations have no entries in the reference list: Valentiner et al., 2003; Vieira-de-Mello et al., 2013; Yau et al., 2015; van Dooijeweert et al., 2022. C4. Three citation years are inconsistent with the reference list: Sounni et al. is cited as 2025 but is cited as 2005; Shi et al. is cited as 2013 but is cited as 2014; Davies et al. is cited as 1988 but is cited as 1987. There is also an extra closing parenthesis in "Sounni et al., 2025". C5. The key to Table 3 is "F: Grade II vs. Grade II cancer"; it should be Grade II vs. Grade III. The Spanish spelling ("Cáncer") remains in the table key. C6. Typos persist in the results: "fibroadrmona" for fibroadenoma, and "WGA lectin detected three samples and was negative" (one number is missing). The promised professional language editing does not appear to have been done. D. What is needed for the next round This paper can be transformed into a healthy, publishable pilot study. The remaining work is limited and does not require new experiments, mainly: (i) revise the LCA structure in Table 1; (ii) Correct the blocking order in Section 2.4, or clearly state whether blocking was in fact performed before incubation and the text is simply misordered; (iii) Clearly state the four group sizes; (4) Add the number and date of the ethics approval, informed consent statement, and anonymization statement to the manuscript; (5) Add scale bars and a negative control panel to the figures and confirm Figure 3 for replicate panels; (6) Add a sentence acknowledging the uncorrected multiplicity and exploratory nature of the analysis; (7) Add blood group/secretor status as an explicit limitation that qualifies the UEA-I and LTL findings; (8) Properly protect the Conclusions section; (9) Fix the referencing and citation errors noted in C3-C5; (10) Complete the language edits.
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