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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.


	The article “Exploring Kerosene as an Alternative Clearing Agent in Histopathology: Innovations in Tissue Processing” has explored an excellent research findings to reduce hazardous effects of hematoxyline which is costliest compared to kerosene. Although the performance of kerosene is less but in combination with xylene the overall performance has been increased. With this results the usage of xylene can be reduced with the addition of kerosene combination.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is very much authenticated. 
	

	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 is very comprehensive with complete information. By reading the abstract itself we can understand the entire description given in it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The manuscript scientifically authenticated with proofs of the different types of tissues used from human body.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references mentioned are more than sufficient and all are absolutely suitable.
	

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


	The quality of English is perfectly alright for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Replacement 100% of kerosene to xylene may not be resulting good but reducing xylene can be better for the users as the reduction of xylene reduces health hazrds
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