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	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 clinically significant topic by exploring novel therapeutic options for alleviating pain and cough symptoms in advanced lung cancer patients, a condition that significantly impacts patients' quality of life. The use of a 35 kDa hyaluronan fragment (HA35) as an innovative approach contributes to the expanding field of palliative care research, potentially offering a safer alternative or adjunct to conventional symptomatic treatments. Additionally, the study's preliminary findings, indicating potential improvements in fatigue and cosmetic outcomes, provide intriguing new directions for broader applications of hyaluronan derivatives in supportive oncology. Despite methodological limitations, the manuscript opens valuable discussions and may stimulate further rigorous research into biologically-based interventions for symptom relief in advanced cancer management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Curative Effect and Safety Of 35 Kda Hyaluronan for the Treatment of Pain and Cough Associated with Advanced Lung Cancer," may not fully reflect the actual scope and limitations of the study. A more appropriate alternative could be: Effectiveness and Safety of 35 kDa Hyaluronan in Alleviating Pain and Cough Symptoms in Patients with Advanced Lung Cancer: A Pilot Study
	

	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 provided is relatively comprehensive; however, there are some areas for improvement. Here are my specific suggestions:

1. Objective: Clearly state that the study aims to explore symptomatic relief rather than a curative effect. Replace terms that imply curative intention with terms like "evaluate effectiveness" or "explore symptomatic relief."

2. Methodology: Briefly mention the number of participants explicitly and clarify the absence of a control group as a limitation, given its significant methodological impact.

3. Results: Consider briefly mentioning that concurrent treatments (antibiotics and corticosteroids) were used, as this is an essential confounding factor.

4. Conclusion: Avoid suggesting potential antitumor activity or cosmetic effects in the abstract unless these findings are supported by stronger evidence or explicitly described as preliminary observations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct in its general design and execution, especially in clearly defining the intervention and outcome measures used.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and include recent publications, which support the study's context effectively
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and appropriate for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	there are major concerns that limit the strength and generalizability of the findings. Primarily, the small sample size (n=10) and the absence of a control or comparison group significantly compromise the robustness of the conclusions. The authors acknowledge these limitations, but they still pose considerable challenges to validating the observed effects. 

Another critical issue is the potential confounding effects of concurrent treatments such as antibiotics and corticosteroids. These co-interventions might have influenced the outcomes independently of HA35 treatment, and the manuscript needs to thoroughly discuss these potential confounders. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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