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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 holds significant value for the scientific community by addressing the pressing need for safer, cost-effective alternatives to xylene in histopathology. While xylene remains the gold standard for tissue clearing, its carcinogenicity and environmental hazards necessitate exploration of substitutes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title—"Exploring Kerosene as an Alternative Clearing Agent in Histopathology: Innovations in Tissue Processing"—is clear and relevant but could be refined for greater precision, impact, and alignment with the study's findings.
	

	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 of your article is well-structured and covers the essential components (Aims, Study Design, Methodology, Results, Conclusion). However, it could be more concise and better aligned with the study’s key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but would benefit from:

1. Sharper terminology (avoid "acceptable" for kerosene alone).

2. Added methodological details (clearing times, statistical significance).

3. Deeper mechanistic discussion (why kerosene underperforms).
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	The manuscript includes relevant references, but there are opportunities to strengthen their recency, diversity, and alignment
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of your manuscript are largely suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas where clarity, conciseness, and grammatical precision could be improved to meet high academic standards.
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