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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 addresses a critical topic in ocular oncology — the management of intraocular (uveal) melanoma, a rare yet highly malignant tumour. It compiles and evaluates several modern organ-preserving techniques including photodestruction, brachytherapy, radio wave surgery, intra-arterial chemotherapy, and endoresection. The value of the work lies in its comprehensive clinical insights, innovative therapeutic strategies, and detailed analysis of immunological markers, all of which may inform both clinical practice and future research. Its interdisciplinary approach combining oncology, immunology, and ophthalmic surgery makes it especially valuable for advancing patient-specific therapeutic modalities in ocular oncology.
	

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

	Can we have alternative title, something like this:
“Innovative Approaches to Organ-Preserving Treatment in Intraocular (Uveal) Melanoma: Clinical Insights and Immunological Perspectives”
	

	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 generally comprehensive and reflects the scope of the manuscript. Please add these points 
· Add specific data points from major chapters (e.g., success rates, complication profiles).
· Clearly delineate the objective, methods, results, and conclusions in a structured format.
· Emphasize the rationale behind the use of high-frequency electric welding and radio wave surgery.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and presents innovative therapeutic modalities grounded in clinical experience and supported by referenced studies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are largely sufficient and include both classical and some recent studies. However, the inclusion of a few more recent international references (from the last 5 years, especially on immune checkpoint inhibitors or targeted therapies for uveal melanoma) would strengthen the context.
	

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

	The manuscript is generally readable but contains grammatical errors and awkward sentence constructions throughout, especially in translated sections. A professional English language edit is strongly recommended to improve fluency, clarity, and scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript presents valuable content and significant institutional experience in managing intraocular melanoma. The inclusion of immunological studies and novel surgical methods (e.g., radio wave excision and electrowelding) is noteworthy. However, better integration of methodology and clearer outcomes analysis are needed in some chapters. A section synthesizing the key clinical recommendations or guidelines based on the findings would enhance the manuscript's utility.
	















	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? 

	There are no evident ethical violations, but the authors should explicitly mention ethics committee approval and informed consent, particularly in chapters involving human clinical data and surgical innovation.
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