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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.


	This work makes a significant contribution to the development of next-generation precision thermal oncology tools by addressing the disparity between thermal physics, tissue physiology, and intelligent computation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The article title is suitable.

But to the best of my knowledge: RADIOFREQUENCY is not a single word rather: RADIO FREQUENCY as two words as it is used in the title.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive and precise. 

Yet, I suggest that the abstract should be rewritten in a simpler English.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	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 some how recent.

I suggest that authors should include more recent references especially from 2022 to 2025.

I suggest that the authors should try as much as possible to maintain one referencing style, as approved in the journal’s template. 
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is good.

An excellent prof reading will surely improve the quality of the language quality 
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest the manuscript be accepted, based on the following suggested improvements:

1. The title be corrected appropriately. 

2. The abstract to be improved or rewritten in a simpler English

3. The citations in the introduction section, statement of the problem section, significance of the study      section as well as the literature review section should be done accordingly: either for instance: Shah et al. [1], De et al. [2], Pennes [3], etc. Or Shah et al. (2013), De et al. (2023), Pennes (1948) etc.

4. Equations should be numbered according to their appearance in the manuscript.

5. The reference sections should be carefully cited (especially authors naming).

For instance: reference number [1] is supposed to be 

Shah D.R., Green S., Elliot A., McGahan J.P., Khatri V.P. Current oncologic applications of radio frequency ablation therapies. World J Gastrointest Oncol. 2013 Apr 15;5(4):71-80. doi: 10.4251/wjgo.v5.i4.71. PMID: 23671734; PMCID: PMC3648666.
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