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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 provides a timely and necessary synthesis of enzyme histochemistry, a field that remains a vital bridge between structural morphology and functional biochemistry. This review effectively argues for the enduring relevance of in situ functional assays in diagnostics and research. It successfully highlights how integrating classical methods with digital pathology and AI can address long-standing issues of reproducibility and standardization.
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	Yes, the abstract is well-structured, providing a clear overview of the methodology, results, and diagnostic importance of enzyme histochemistry.
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	The manuscript is scientifically robust. It accurately details the functional categories of enzymes like oxidoreductases, transferases, hydrolases, lyases, isomerases, and ligases and their corresponding histochemical detection principles. The analysis of methodological variables, such as the critical nature of fixation and pH on enzyme activity preservation, is consistent with established literature
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