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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 manuscript sheds light on the challenges and successes of treating craniopharyngiomas, emphasizing the benefits of a minimally invasive surgical approach. It offers hope by showcasing how careful planning and technique can lead to complete tumor removal while preserving vital structures. The long-term positive outcome makes this study a valuable guide for neurosurgeons striving to improve patient care.
	

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

	"Endoscopic Endonasal Approach for Total Removal of a Suprasellar Craniopharyngioma: A Surgical Case Report"
It’s a concise and easy version.
	

	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.

	Revise unclear phrases like "risk of mortality and morbidity is still mandatory" to "the procedure carries significant risks due to the tumor’s proximity to vital structures." Also, streamline the surgical techniques section to emphasize why the chosen approach was optimal for this case.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound but would benefit from clearer phrasing and consistency in terminology. Ensure accurate descriptions of surgical risks, technique justification, and tumor characteristics. Also, clarify if "mandatory" was intended to mean "inevitable" when discussing risks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	References can be increased.
	

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

	Some sentences are complex and could be restructured for better readability. Additionally, ensure consistency in medical terminology and refine phrasing for a more precise and professional tone.


	

	Optional/General comments

	

A review of grammar and technical precision is recommended.

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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