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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 an important issue in prostate cancer research, focusing on the potential role of serum selenium levels in distinguishing prostate cancer from benign prostatic hyperplasia. It is particularly relevant for African populations where prostate cancer burden is high. It contributes to scientific knowledge on trace elements, cancer progression, and preventive strategies. Thus, the manuscript holds significance for both clinical practice and future research.
	

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


	The current title is suitable and clearly reflects the study design and scope.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive. However, repetition should be reduced, and the clinical/public health relevance of the findings should be emphasized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 

	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is clear, results are presented appropriately, and the discussion is supported by relevant literature. Statistical interpretation could be expanded slightly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and recent. However, there are duplicate entries (e.g., Daragó et al., 2020; Dhillon et al., 2022). These should be corrected and duplicates removed.
	

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


	The English is acceptable for scholarly communication, though minor grammatical and stylistic edits are recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The chapter is well structured. Results and discussion could benefit from clearer subsections. The conclusion should be expanded to highlight clinical and preventive implications more strongly.
The manuscript is suitable for publication as a book chapter after minor revisions, mainly addressing reference corrections, minor language edits, and a slightly expanded conclusion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


No major ethical issues identified. Patient consent was obtained as indicated in the manuscript.
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