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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.


	By considering the incidence of aggressive pleural malignancies, clinical evidences and available data, this manuscript is scientifically correct and will benefits the scientific community. It provided research based knowledge on the potential use of cytoreductives with heated chemotherapeutic agents to remove the visible tumour and residue diseases, and as well improve the survival rate of patients with malignant pleural mesothelioma, thymic malignancies, advanced lung cancer and secondary pleural metastases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and it coincided well with the objectives of the study which aims to eliminate the tumours and microscopic residue diseases using hyperthermic intrathoracic chemotherapeutic agents, while minimizing systemic toxicity and perioperative complications. 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and it summarizes the content of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, this manuscript is correct, highlighting the use of hyperthermic intrathoracic chemotherapy as an emerging multimodal treatment modality for patient with pleural malignancies, advanced non-small lung cancer, etc. 
It offers benefits in superior local disease control, ensuring high local drug concentration with low systemic toxicity, enhancing the synergistic effect of hyperthermia, improving survival outcome and as well favouring safety profile when compared to traditional systemic treatments.      
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	About 68 references were used by the Author for this study which is sufficient for article Journal publication. It shows a wide comprehensive understanding of the study, and as well providing more evidence-based literature to support the research findings. Using well and sufficient references establishes credibility, contextualizes research findings, and as well very crucial for scholarly academic Journal publication. 

The in-text citations were cited correctly. In few of the sentences of the study, the author used at least 2 or 3 in-text citation/ referencing when giving attribution or acknowledging authors. These have demonstrated a strong research skill in referencing/ citation which are crucial for establishing credibility, showing a wide comprehensive understanding of the study, and as well providing more evidence-based literature to support the research findings. 

Only 6 reference years (1980, 1994, 1995, 2001, 2003 & 2004) were old. Other reference years were recent, reflecting current knowledge on the research, enabling accurate context, and helping to identify current gaps in the literature. 

The general reference lists were not arranged alphabetically. Arranging references lists alphabetically is crucial in research. It enhancing readability, enabling quick navigation of sources, maintaining academic rigor, and ensuring standardization and consistency. 

	

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


	The Language / English quality of the article is very suitable for scholarly communication and free of grammatical or typing errors. This improves clarity, influencing the credibility and professionalism of scientific findings, and as well increases the chances of manuscript acceptance for Journal publications. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	In section 3 of the study, the author differentiated on the benefits of HITHOC on pleurectomy and decortications (P/D) over extrapleural pneumonectomy (EPP), highlighting a high risk complication of acute kidney injury and poor early results associated with EPP surgery.
Section 4 involves a retrospective study involving 3200 malignant pleural mesothelioma (MPM) patients. The number of patient (n=3200) in the retrospective study was sufficient. This minimizes the impact of confounding variables, improving statistical power, reducing bias and increasing the generalization of the findings. 
In the retrospective analysis on MPM patients, the improved overall survival (OS) was statistically presented using a Hazard ratio (HR of 0.8) which was less than 1, suggesting that HITHOC treatment has a reduced risk and a protective effect, and as well enhances the survival rate of the patients. 

The statistically significant (p-value) was 0.002 which is less than the standard significant value of 0.05, indicating strong evidence against the null hypothesis. 
Appropriate and well numbered tables were used to present the clinical evidences and synthesize results from multiple studies which involved meta-analysis.
 This is crucial for organizing the clinical evidences, facilitating data comparison, ensuring transparency, and increasing the readability of complex results.

A workflow of HITHOC following a cytoreductive surgery was presented on the study using a clear and well defined diagram and arrow. This provides a visual, step- by-step representation of methodology of HITHOC, improving the consistency and quality of the study which is very crucial for replicable research.     
The author considered the lack of standardized protocols and variations in the heterogeneity of the study as challenges which prevented the formation of procedural recommendation. This serves as a limitation of the study. 
Lack of standardized protocols in research limits the reproducibility, comparability and overall quality of scientific research findings. Excluding the recommendation weakens the research, limiting the impact and practical value of the study, and as well not enabling the author to identify future studies based on their findings. Further research on this should include these limitations to strengthen the quality of the scientific research.
The conclusion section was good, emphasizing on the integration of minimally invasive and immunotherapeutic strategies to implement HITHOC as the potential treatment for pleural malignancies.  
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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