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Reviewer’s Comment  

 

This manuscript provides a comprehensive and timely overview of tamoxifen-associated endometrial 

thickening, integrating clinical data, imaging findings, predictive modeling, and emerging preventive 

therapies. However, its strength lies in balancing evidence-based recommendations with future 

perspectives, making it a valuable resource for clinicians managing breast cancer survivors. 

 
 

Detailed Reviewer’s Report 

Strengths 

 The paper addresses an important clinical issue with direct implications for breast cancer 

survivorship care. 

 The discussion integrates recent guidelines, machine-learning approaches, and experimental 

pharmacologic strategies, giving it both clinical and research relevance. 

 The writing is clear, structured, and accessible, with logical flow from problem identification to 

management strategies. 

 References are current (2020–2025) and relevant to the topic. 

 

Recommendation: 

Accept as it is ………………………………. 
Accept after minor revision YES…………   

Accept after major revision ……………… 

Do not accept (Reasons below) ……… 

Rating  Excel. Good Fair Poor 

Originality YES    

Techn. Quality  YES   

Clarity YES    
Significance YES    
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Weaknesses  

 While the review is comprehensive, it could benefit from a clearer methodological description of 

how studies were selected (narrative vs. systematic scope). 

 The discussion of machine-learning nomograms is insightful but could be expanded with 

practical limitations (e.g., external validation, accessibility in low-resource settings). 

 Figures or a summary table (e.g., comparing guidelines across societies) would enhance 

readability and clinical applicability. 

 Some minor language polishing is needed for conciseness (e.g., redundancy between lines 31–35 

and 45–50). 

 


