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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.

	The diagnostic and prognostic utility of cortisol and hematologic markers in African males with prostate disorders in a population that is under-represented in medical literature is examined in this study. It draws attention to possible indicators that can differentiate between benign and malignant illnesses. The results provide valuable clinical information that could improve monitoring and early diagnostic practices in sub-Saharan healthcare environments. The addition of cortisol, which is frequently disregarded in studies on prostate cancer, offers a fresh hormonal viewpoint that is essential for further investigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title appropriately conveys the essence of the study. No modifications are recommended by me.
	

	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 clearly summarizes the aim, methods and findings. Nonetheless, it would be beneficial to:
 - Indicate the statistical significance of the findings (e.g., specific p-values).
 - Explaining the meaning of "illness duration" (e.g., from diagnosis to sampling). 
-Making a clearer suggestion about clinical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is sound from a scientific standpoint. The results are statistically examined, the sample size is small but appropriate, and the procedures are suitably explained.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are current and pertinent. The hormonal connection could be strengthened by a few more studies:
- "Cortisol and prostate cancer risk" (J Natl Cancer Inst, 2001).
- "stress hormones and cancer progression." ( Nat Rev Cancer, 2004)
	

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

	Although the manuscript's English is generally strong, it requires a few minor stylistic and grammatical adjustments for academic clarity. Examples are as follows: 
-“The finding of the study revealed” can be written as “'The study found that...”
- Inconsistent capitalization and punctuation in figure captions and section titles.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Although the manuscript is well-structured and instructive, it may need the following improvements: 
- More precise figure labelling (for example, legends should correspond with figure order). 
-A more brief conclusion with a focus on clinical applications. 
-Limitations in terms of ethics and methodology could be extended.
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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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