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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.


	This manuscript tackles a necessary but challenging task: synthesizing the profound evolution from classical protein staining to today's high-plex spatial biology. Once its critical scientific and citation errors are corrected, it will provide the community with a crucial scaffold—mapping the convergence of immunohistochemistry, mass spectrometry, and computational analysis into a unified field of spatial proteomics
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is informative and clear
	

	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.


	This manuscript provides a valuable review of the past decade's shift in tissue analysis, from simple protein stains to advanced, multiplex spatial biology techniques like imaging mass cytometry and AI. It correctly highlights the field's growing power and its core challenges in standardization and clinical translation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes manuscript is scientifically correct 
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	No, the references are not sufficient or recent. The manuscript is critically flawed by the inclusion of fictitious future citations (2024/2025) and the misuse of outdated or inappropriate citations for key concepts. To be credible, it requires a complete rebuild of its bibliography with seminal papers on spatial biology (e.g., Lewis et al., 2021; Lundberg & Borner, 2019) and recent reviews on standardization and clinical translation of multiplexed imaging.
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