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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. Yes, this manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides a 
comprehensive overview of glioblastoma (GBM), a highly aggressive form of brain cancer. 
It covers various aspects of GBM, including its diagnosis, treatment, pathophysiology, and 
future prospects. By integrating clinical insights with research findings, the manuscript 
offers valuable insights into the complexities of GBM management, making it a valuable 
resource for clinicians, researchers, and healthcare professionals striving to improve 
outcomes for GBM patients. 
 
2. The title, "Navigating the Burden of Glioblastoma: Diagnosis to Treatment - Current 
Status and Future Perspectives," effectively encapsulates the breadth and depth of the 
article's content. It succinctly communicates the focus on GBM, spanning from diagnosis to 
treatment, while also hinting at the inclusion of current status updates and future directions. 
Overall, the title is suitable as it accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the article. 
 
3. The abstract of the article provides a comprehensive overview of the key aspects 
covered in the manuscript. It succinctly summarizes the symptoms, etiology, diagnosis, 
treatment options, and future perspectives related to glioblastoma (GBM). Additionally, it 
highlights the challenges associated with GBM management and the ongoing research 
efforts to improve outcomes for patients. Overall, the abstract effectively encapsulates the 
main points of the article, making it a useful resource for readers seeking a quick 
understanding of the topic. 
 
4. Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate. 
 
5. The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, as it presents information supported 
by relevant references and citations from reputable sources. It covers various aspects of 
glioblastoma (GBM), including its diagnosis, treatment, epidemiology, etiology, and 
molecular mechanisms, providing a comprehensive understanding of the disease. 
Additionally, the methodology section outlines the approach used for developing a CNN 
model for GBM detection, which adds credibility to the research presented. 
 
6. References are recent and sufficient. 
 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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