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his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?
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Reviewer comment:

After a thorough review, the article is deemed to meet the novelty threshold, achieving a 90% novelty
score as per the reviewer's evaluation. However, the author needs to include the ethical committee
approval numbers in the ethical confirmation. Additionally, the disclaimer does not adequately define
the scope of responsibility, liability, or rights related to the article, nor does it address any missing
components of the main content but is suggesting hay while/ a contextual error information that is not
the accurate content type found in the main article or is related to the article. The article lacks a
detailed explanation of the histopathological data and fails to provide a point-by-point analysis and
clarification regarding the tumour.
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