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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 benefits to the scientific community by discussing an important topic of organ and tissue donation and transplantation. This review integrating global statistics, historical overview, and existing policy guidelines. However, in this current form, the manuscript more like an educational textbook chapter than a journal review article. This manuscript mainly consists of policy guidelines, which may be less suitable for medical students. Clarifying or
expanding the target audience could enhance its scientific value.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is lengthy and reads like an educational module rather than a review article. A comprehensive and more focused title (example: Organ Donation and Transplantation: Epidemiology, Historical Perspectives, and Policy) is more suitable. The sentence “a means of
continuity of functional and independent life and living” is not really important 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.
	The abstract is overly general and descriptive, with no clear statement of the purpose, scope, or type of review conducted. Clarifying the knowledge gap and how the current literature is needed to show the importance of this topic. This current abstract does not summarize the
manuscript but only provides a general overview that is not fully reflected in the main text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct, but many statements are missing proper references and should be confirmed with relevant citations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Throughout this manuscript, the lack of suitable and consistent references is a major concern. Many statements across the manuscript without citations, making the credibility of the sources unclear. For example, the section on sources of transplant organs is based on a single very old reference, while other sections, such as tissue transplants and organ transplantation, have no citations at all. Several point in the section of current situations and challenges also not supported by references. It is difficult to assess whether these statements are evidence-based or opinion based.
The reference style was also inconsistent, with some references only providing a web link without proper details. This is unacceptable for a review article.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript contains several grammatical errors and a lack of logical flow. For example, the last sentence in the cornea section (“Cornea transplants are allografts”) is not well connected with the previous explanation. While the basic concept is understandable, the language quality affects clarity and readability. Before this manuscript is considered for publication, it is strongly recommended to improve grammar and sentence structure.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Major revisions are required to improve clarity, consistency, and scientific accuracy, especially regarding references, language quality, and organizational aspects. Clarifying the article's objective, target audience, and using the comprehensive references could improve the
manuscript's quality.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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