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EVALUATION

Please summarize the main theme of the review.

The main theme of the review is interventions to increase breast cancer screening uptake, particularly among
underserved groups.

Please highlight the limitations and strengths.

The strengths include the broad range of interventions, examining their impact on underserved groups, and
the substantial sample size across studies.
The limitations include the unexplained heterogeneity,

Please provide your detailed review report to the authors, structured in major and minor
comments.

Thank you for the opportunity to review this work. This systematic review was excellently executed and
written.
I commend the authors for the detailed explanation, particularly in the method, results, and discussion
section.
I have no concerns or reservations.

PLEASE COMMENT

Is the title appropriate, concise, attractive?

Yes, it is.

Are the keywords appropriate?

Yes, they are.

Is the English language of sufficient quality?

Yes, it is.

Is the quality of the figures and tables satisfactory?

Yes.
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Does the reference list cover the relevant literature adequately and in an unbiased manner?

The reference list was not provided in the manuscript I assessed.

Does this manuscript refer only to published data? (unpublished data is not allowed for
Reviews)

Yes.

Does the manuscript cover the issue in an objective and analytical manner

Yes.

Was a review on the issue published in the past 12 months?

No.

Does the review have international or global implications?

Yes, it does. They included studies conducted in various parts of the world.

QUALITY ASSESSMENT

REVISION LEVEL

Please take a decision based on your comments:

Accept.
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Quality of generalization and summaryQ 13

Significance to the fieldQ 14

Interest to a general audienceQ 15

Quality of the writingQ 16
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