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	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.


	This study offers significant insights into the potential correlation between thyroid nodule characteristics and serum TSH levels in patients with thyroid incidentalomas. As overdiagnosis and unnecessary FNAC procedures remain concerns in clinical practice, identifying adjunctive markers like serum TSH, alongside structured imaging systems such as ACR TIRADS, provides a non-invasive and cost-effective approach for malignancy risk stratification. The findings are particularly valuable for developing regions where standardized protocols are often lacking.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is concise, descriptive, and accurately reflects the core components of the 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 provides a coherent summary of the background, methods, results, and conclusions. However, the exact values of statistical associations (e.g., p-values or correlation coefficients) could be briefly included for completeness.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is well defined, the statistical tests used are appropriate (Chi-square and Pearson correlation), and the interpretation of results is logical. However, the study would benefit from inclusion of FNAC data or histopathologic outcomes to confirm malignancy risk stratification.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and many are recent. Nevertheless, I recommend citing the following article for additional context on the diagnostic value of serum hormone ratios in thyroid malignancy:
Aydoğdu YF, Emreol U, Emre G, Buyukkasap C, Akın M. Determination of Diagnostic Features of Serum Thyroid Hormones and Thyroglobulin Ratios in Normothyroid Differentiated Thyroid Carcinoma Cases. Şişli Etfal Hastan Tıp Bul. 2023;57(2):257–262.


	

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


	Generally yes. The language is understandable, but some grammatical refinements and removal of redundancies (e.g., repetitive mentions of “serum TSH”) would enhance readability.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper tackles a clinically relevant issue using a structured approach and real-world data. Including follow-up outcomes (e.g., FNAC or surgical pathology results) in future studies would strengthen clinical applicability. Additionally, discussing how the results compare to studies from similar low-resource settings would broaden the relevance of the findings.
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