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	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 research topic is novel and the chosen methods to validate the results were presented in clear manner. The manuscript has been organized into the required sections namely inclusive of the introduction, methods, results, and conclusion & discussion. The conclusive results to validate “relative continuous scoring (RCS) with SHAP-based explainability enhanced model flexibility, transparency, and clinical interpretability” required to present the mathematical analysis with Cox modelling and SHAP. Authors have successfully presented the results. However, this reviewer would like to suggest couple of changes:
1. Include SHAP full form in the title.
2. Figures must be properly sized to increase the visibility.
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	Yes, but please add the full-form of SHAP 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.


	Abstract is very descriptive. Background, methods, results, and conclusion were mentioned with respective titles to add visibility and clarity to the readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the mathematical models and the analysis presented to determine the tumour size and predictions on the health.
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