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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 this part.

	This article is significant because it provides valuable insights into the spectrum of lung lesions, differentiating between neoplastic and non-neoplastic conditions. By analyzing the incidence of lung cancer concerning age, gender, lifestyle, and occupation, it highlights crucial epidemiological trends. The study reinforces the strong association between smoking and lung carcinoma, emphasizing the role of imaging techniques like chest X-ray and CT scans in early detection.
	

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

	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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.

	The abstract is well-structured, providing a clear and comprehensive summary of the article. It effectively covers all necessary aspects with well-informed details. The content is clear and sufficiently informative, ensuring that the key points are properly conveyed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is well structured with correct scientific knowledge.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are outdated, with most of them belonging to 2024. Additionally, the number of references is quite low. To enhance the credibility and depth of the study, the reference count should be increased to at least 20, incorporating more recent and relevant sources.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	Yes, it is suitable for scholarly communications. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	From my point of view, this article is great but it should be improved in some points. Especially, materials and methods section has lack of information about process and it is hard to understand. This can be supported with adding graphics to explain the method of this article.
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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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