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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 manuscript provides a detailed and methodical overview of immunohistochemistry, covering both classical techniques and contemporary applications across various organ systems. It serves as a practical resource for postgraduate students, diagnostic pathologists and researchers integrating molecular and histochemical tools. The article’s emphasis on procedural nuances and troubleshooting adds direct relevance to laboratory practice. Its balanced discussion of limitations and recent advances contributes meaningfully to ongoing efforts to standardize and modernize IHC-based diagnostics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Methods and Applications of Immunohistochemistry: A Review”, is concise and accurately reflects the content. It clearly signals both methodological and applied aspects of the paper. No change is necessary, though an alternate title such as “Immunohistochemistry: Principles, Techniques and Diagnostic Applications” would also be appropriate.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It effectively summarizes the rationale, methodological framework and principal findings. Minor revisions could improve clarity: specify the number of articles reviewed and streamline sentences describing the workflow to avoid redundancy. Including a brief statement on emerging trends such as multiplex IHC or digital image analysis would strengthen its current relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The descriptions of antigen–antibody interactions, detection systems and diagnostic applications are accurate and supported by literature. However, some statements on historical aspects and newer detection systems could benefit from precise citations or brief data-based context. The interpretation of IHC in diverse pathological conditions is appropriate and aligns with current understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, though a few recent publications (2022–2024) on multiplex immunohistochemistry, automation and AI-assisted image quantification could be added to enhance currency. Several citations within tables appear incomplete and should be standardized to match journal style.
	

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


	The manuscript is clearly written and largely suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical inconsistencies and typographical errors (spacing, capitalization and citation formatting) should be corrected during copyediting. Overall readability and scientific tone are appropriate for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This review is comprehensive and well organized. The inclusion of practical aspects such as technical pitfalls, interpretative criteria and diagnostic utility makes it valuable for both academic and diagnostic laboratories. Refining reference formatting and tightening a few repetitive sections would improve flow and presentation quality.
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