EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. Visual brightness and mental clarity should be evaluated using established international standard menthods.

No brain imaging or blood test finding was demonstrated, so author's theory has no support.

	Thank you for your valuable comments. Your point regarding the need for internationally standardized assessment tools is very important and would greatly enhance the persuasiveness of the study. However, in the initial design phase, this study primarily focused on exploring improvements in patients’ subjective experiences; therefore, we adopted a modified Numeric Pain Rating Scale (NPRS) that is sensitive in capturing subtle subjective changes. We acknowledge that the absence of objective measures is a limitation of this work, and we have added this to the discussion section as suggested.

Despite this limitation, we believe that patients’ subjective perceptions are also crucial indicators for evaluating quality of life and the effectiveness of interventions. As the first report addressing the relationship between liposuction and neural function, the main aim of this study was to provide a detailed description of the observed phenomenon and patient-reported outcomes, thereby laying a foundation for future, more in-depth investigations.

In addition, we have streamlined the theoretical discussion on possible neural mechanisms and restricted ourselves to an objective description of the observed clinical improvements. The exploration of underlying mechanisms will be pursued in future mechanistic studies. This revision has also been noted in the limitations section.

Please refer to the revised manuscript, where the corresponding changes are highlighted in red.
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