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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This study fills a critical knowledge gap by providing evidence-based data despite being a low-volume setup. The prospective design and the use of statistical analyses further enhance its reliability. These findings not only contribute to scientific robustness but also serve as the foundation for future large-scale, multicentre studies, inspiring further high-quality research in similar settings. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although the title is appropriate, I believe it should also reflect the small sample size and the limited-resource setting of the study. 
My suggestion is: Short-Term Outcomes Following Open Hepatic Resection: A Single-Center Prospective Study in a Low-Resource Setting.
	

	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.


	Under the Abstract section, clearly state the objective of the study - for example: "To assess the early postoperative outcomes of patients undergoing liver surgery at a resource-limited centre."

Save details regarding the study location and duration for the Methods section. Additionally, the Methods section is missing the inclusion and exclusion criteria, which should be clearly defined.

In the Results, summarize the key findings with minimal use of raw data.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and only needs minor changes. It should include how patients were selected by clearly stating the inclusion and exclusion criteria. It would be helpful to provide information on patients’ comorbid conditions. The protocol followed during and after surgery should be described. Also, the manuscript should clearly define what is considered a major versus a minor resection and mention the types of resections performed, preferably in the introduction section.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in this manuscript are sufficient.
	

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


	Consider revising the manuscript for grammar and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The small number of patients makes the statistical analysis less robust and reliable. 
I urge the authors to check the calculations again because some of the confidence intervals and risk ratios seem too exact for such a small group. There might be some mistakes.

Please explain your statistical methods in more detail. Include which tests you used, how you chose the variables for analysis, and what software was used.
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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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