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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 manuscript presents a case of epithelial-myoepithelial carcinoma of the parotid gland, a rare salivary gland tumor that can be difficult to diagnose and manage. The case clearly shows how preoperative imaging and FNAC can be misleading and why histopathology and immunohistochemistry are essential for a definitive diagnosis. The discussion on adjuvant radiotherapy in the presence of adverse histological features is relevant and may be helpful for clinicians dealing with similar rare cases.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, informative, and accurately reflects both the diagnostic difficulty and therapeutic considerations associated with epithelial-myoepithelial carcinoma of the parotid gland.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured. Minor language refinement is suggested to improve clarity and flow, particularly in the Introduction and Conclusion sections.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It is consistent with current knowledge and published literature on epithelial-myoepithelial carcinoma.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequate. Addition of one or two more recent systematic reviews or case series (if available) may further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The text is comprehensible; however, there are language and stylistic problems throughout the manuscript, such as not proper sentence construction, grammar irregularities, and puntuaction errors. A thorough language revision would significantly improve readability and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Primarily for language improvement and minor structural refinement; scientific content is acceptable.
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