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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 addresses hepatocellular carcinoma, a major public health concern in sub-Saharan Africa where late diagnosis and limited resources significantly affect outcomes. By identifying locally relevant risk factors such as hepatitis B infection, lifestyle habits, and traditional medicine use, the study provides valuable epidemiological evidence from Mali. The findings contribute to regional data scarcity and may inform targeted prevention, screening, and public health strategies. Overall, the study has practical relevance for clinicians and policymakers working in low-resource settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content and objectives of the study.
No change is required.
	

	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 content is comprehensive and well structured, clearly presenting the background, objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. The key findings are adequately summarized with relevant statistical outcomes.
Suggestion: Minor language polishing may improve clarity, but no major additions or deletions are required.
Need to add abstract content with results .
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, inclusion criteria, matching of cases and controls, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the stated objectives. The interpretation of results is consistent with the data and supported by relevant literature. Limitations are clearly acknowledged.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, adequate, and include both regional and international studies. Most references are appropriate and recent, supporting the discussion effectively.
Suggestion: Minor formatting consistency may be checked, but no additional references are mandatory.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical and stylistic corrections are recommended to improve readability and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well organized and detailed.

· Tables are informative but could benefit from improved formatting and clearer labeling.

· A brief policy-oriented implication section could further strengthen the conclusion.
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