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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.

	Mastering Neurosurgery: A Comprehensive Casebook from Birth to Adulthood, is compendium of real live experience that can be used as quick revision by junior doctors, neurosurgery residents, young neurosurgeons and other healthcare providers interested in neurological disease to boost understanding in management of common neurological disorders, thereby improving patients outcome.

	

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

	Yes, it is.
	

	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.

	In some of the sections e.g TUBEROUS SCLEROSIS OF BOURNEVILLE: ABOUT 04 CASES, the authors were citing articles in the abstract section. This should not be. I therefore, that all authors go through all relevant sections, to correct this anomaly, should they exist in other sections 
In CHILDREN'S GIANT CRANIOPHARYNGIOMA MANAGEMENT: A CASE REPORT AND LITERATURE REVIEW section, result and discussion was added in the abstract. It is not the ideal. Abstract structure for case report includes- background, case presentation +/- methods and conclusion. I suggest the discussion section be deleted and authors of other sections of case reports, should revise theirs to maintain consistency



	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is. However, before the methodoly section for the original research or case presentation for the case report, it is important that authors of all sections state in a pithy, clear and accurate the aim(s) of the the study. They should also obtain and state clearly that patients consents were obtained for all the case reports/ series. 
Also authors should remove any form of decription that reveals patients identity e.g We describe a 6-year-old girl (D.H.)- D.H. should be removed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, they are. However in PEDIATRIC SPONTANEOUS HEMORRHAGIC STROKE ASSOCIATED WITH COVID-19: A CASE REPORT AND LITERATURE REVIEW, it do not understand the referencing style here. The authors of the section should pick a style (vancovouer, AMA etc) and apply. Authors of other sections should please make sure to use a standard style of referencing

	

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

	
In some sections like the first section (MEDULLOBLASTOMA IN CHILDREN:ABOUT A SERIES AND REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE), the English was topnotch. However, in other sections like the second section (TUBEROUS SCLEROSIS OF BOURNEVILLE: ABOUT 04 CASES), the English is somewhat poor. In the section PEDIATRIC SPONTANEOUS HEMORRHAGIC STROKE ASSOCIATED WITH COVID-19: A CASE REPORT AND LITERATURE REVIEW, spellings for vasculitis etc should be corrected. 
The authors of all sections should generally proof read and improve on their English. 





	

	Optional/General comments

	
Great job. Authors should all review their respective sections, to improve the quality of English, sppellings, referencings and to effect the above suggestions


	




	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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