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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 book chapter addresses a well-recognized and clinically critical diagnostic challenge in pediatric pathology, namely the accurate classification of small round cell tumors. By systematically demonstrating the diagnostic refinement achieved through a targeted immunohistochemical panel, the manuscript provides practical, evidence-based guidance that is directly applicable to routine diagnostic practice. The prospective nature of the study and its focus on real-world diagnostic workflows enhance its educational and clinical value. Overall, the chapter serves as a useful reference for pathologists, pediatric oncologists, and trainees, particularly in settings where molecular diagnostics may not be readily available.
	

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

	Yes.
The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It appropriately highlights both the diagnostic challenge and the methodological solution (immunohistochemistry). No alternative title is required.

	

	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 well-structured and generally comprehensive, clearly outlining the background, aim, methods, results, and conclusion. The numerical results are appropriately presented and effectively convey the diagnostic impact of immunohistochemistry.A minor suggestion would be to briefly mention the prospective design of the study in the Methods section of the abstract, as this strengthens the methodological rigor and distinguishes the work from retrospective series.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically accurate. The study design is appropriate for the stated objectives, the immunohistochemical methodology is described in sufficient detail, and the interpretation of marker expression is consistent with current diagnostic standards and WHO classification principles. The discussion demonstrates a solid understanding of the biological basis of immunophenotypic findings and appropriately addresses known diagnostic pitfalls, such as CD99 cross-reactivity. The conclusions are well supported by the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is adequate and includes key classical and contemporary studies relevant to pediatric small round cell tumors and immunohistochemistry. The citations appropriately support the statements made in the text.
	

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

	The language and overall English quality are suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	This chapter is well organized, with logical flow from introduction to conclusion. The tables are informative and enhance readability, particularly the diagnostic refinement and immunoprofile tables. The discussion is a strong component of the manuscript, effectively integrating diagnostic practice with underlying tumor biology. The chapter would be valuable as both a reference and a teaching resource.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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