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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.

	· The topic of hemoproteins and elemental homeostasis in brain tumors is significant for cancer research. 
· Th study employs a variety of analytical techniques, including biochemical assays and molecular interaction databases.
· The aim of the study is well defined.
	

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

	Yes, it is suitable for the title of the article.
	

	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.

	Improvement of the abstract
1. Grammar and Structre of the manscript
Some sentences are too complex makig them difficult to read.  (example:  Detection of myoglobin level was implemented by the reaction of passive hemagglutination and immunoturbidimetric test)
Need for the restructuring abstract
· Introduce the study background & significance first.
· Describe methods second.
· Present key findings & implications last
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The authors need to strengthen the research rationale and  improve introduction
· The introduction abruptly shifts between survival statistics, elemental homeostasis, catalase, and myoglobin
· The introduction discusses catalase and myoglobin but does not explicitly link their importance to brain tumors.
· Add a clear statement on why these hemoproteins are relevant to brain tumors.
Need for clarity in materials and methods:
· The description of tissue and blood collection methods should  
· The second is to improve readability by separating sample descriptions from collection procedures.
· The Statistical Data Processing subsection should be split into two paragraphs for better clarity—one focusing on statistical analysis methods and another on bioinformatics tools (STRING, BioGrid).
Results:
· Key information on myoglobin concentration, free radical levels, catalase activity, and elemental homeostasis in brain tumours is effectively summarised in the “Results” section. 
· The study includes statistical analysis; however, it might benefit from further information on confidence intervals, standard deviations, and effect sizes for better quantitative interpretation.
· Add tables or figures to enhance the data presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The work is well-supported by a wide range of references, which increases its trustworthiness.
	

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

	
Grammar and Structre of the manscript
· The manuscript must include a grammar adjustment. However, to improve clarity, readability, and logical flow in writing.
	

	Optional/General comments

	



	



	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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