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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 provides a timely synthesis of the intersection between medical science and marketing, a field often fraught with ethical and regulatory complexity. It offers a valuable framework for healthcare organizations to bridge the communication gap between technical expertise and patient understanding, which is critical for driving positive health outcomes. Furthermore, by detailing specific strategies like digital and content marketing, it provides practitioners with a roadmap to enhance organizational growth while maintaining high ethical standards.
	

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

	Yes, the title "Medical Sciences Marketing: Challenges and Benefits" is concise, descriptive, and accurately reflects the scope of the work.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It successfully identifies the role of marketing, the unique nature of the challenges faced, and the intent of the chapter to explore strategies for leveraging marketing in healthcare.
· Suggestion: It might be further strengthened by briefly mentioning the specific strategies discussed (e.g., content and digital marketing) to give readers an immediate overview of the "how" in addition to the "why."

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and logically sound. It utilizes standard marketing concepts (branding, reputation management, digital strategy) and applies them effectively to the specific constraints and ethical requirements of the medical field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript contains 15 references that are highly relevant to the topic. The references provided range from 2016 to 2019.
· Suggestion: While these provide a strong foundation, the inclusion of 2-3 additional citations from 2021–2024 regarding post-pandemic shifts in digital healthcare marketing would make the manuscript more current.

	

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

	

Yes, the language is professional, clear, and meets the standard for academic publication.


	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. The minor revision recommendation is solely to encourage the addition of a few more recent references and a slight expansion of the abstract to include specific strategy mentions.
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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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