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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 
	The work opted for qualitative study holds great potential yet to be explored.
It could be analysed through a psychological lens to determine behavioural factors.
The text in the study being in Indonesian language could have made a significant contribution to non native to comprehend and understand.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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Breastless yet Conqueror - A Study
Betty Sitorus’ Breastless- The art of befriending with Cancer
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
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The study speaks about novel characteristics and then suddenly switches to psychology.
Then it speaks a bit on the fiction and then comes with literature review with no particular connection.
Overall the chords in the work needs reworking to become wholesome.
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