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	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.


	The limits of IHC alone in identifying oligodendroglioma are highlighted in this publication, along with the significance of thorough molecular testing. It proves that NGS improves accurate tumour classification and patient care by offering higher diagnostic accuracy and conforming to WHO CNS5 guidelines.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title seems appropriate if it accurately conveys the study's emphasis on assessing IHC, FISH, and NGS in the diagnosis of oligodendroglioma in accordance with WHO CNS5 criteria. An effective title should draw attention to the assessment of diagnostic methods and stress how sophisticated molecular testing, particularly NGS, can increase the accuracy of diagnosis.


	

	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.


	In general, the summary is thorough and provides a clear summary of the research's background, methodology, findings, and implications. According to WHO CNS5 criteria, it successfully illustrates the diagnostic difficulties and the relative benefits of IHC, FISH, and NGS. A few enhancements, though, might make it even stronger. To highlight relevance, you can think of quickly discussing the practical importance of appropriate classification (e.g., impact on prognosis or treatment options). For transparency and analytical consistency, the findings section may perhaps be a little more condensed. If there are word constraints, the conclusion's brief restatement of NGS superiority could be shortened for greater effect.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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