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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.

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

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

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	Manuscript Review
The role of hemoproteins and elemental imbalances in brain tumours is examined in this work. Blood and tissue samples from individuals with benign and malignant brain tumours are examined for macroelement, microelement, and hemoprotein levels. The research advances our knowledge of the intricate processes behind the development and spread of brain tumours. 

Strengths
  * The paper focused on a crucial area of research: the incomplete understanding of the role of elemental balance in brain tumours. Using established protocols for assessing elements, hemoproteins, and free radical activity, the methodology seems to be valid.  * The comparison analysis is improved by including control groups and samples of both benign and malignant tumours. For the dataset, the statistical analysis is sufficient.* Using databases, the authors tried to look into the molecular relationships between hemoproteins and signalling pathways, which adds an important layer to the study.  

Limitations and recommendations for enhancement
* Sample Size: Each of the three groups (control, benign, and malignant) has a very small sample size. This could restrict how broadly the findings can be applied.  * The authors ought to make this limitation known and explain how it might impact the study’s power. To find myoglobin, two methods were used.  The authors ought to investigate any possible discrepancies between the data gathered from each approach and make a stronger case for using both. * Control Group Description: The control group was made up of people who died from trauma unrelated to a head or brain damage. While this may be useful, the authors should note that this group may not be an ideal picture of truly ”healthy” brain tissue control, as trauma may cause physiological alterations. * Discussion Depth: The discussion section might be improved by including a more in-depth review of the results in relation to existing literature. The authors should provide additional detail on the clinical implications of their findings. * Figures and Tables: The manuscript cites Figure 1; however, it is unclear whether it was provided. If available, make sure all figures and tables are clear, concise, and easy to understand.
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	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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