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	SANRA Quality Standard
	Score (0–2)
	Justification

	1. Justification of the article’s importance for the readership



	2





	

The manuscript explicitly outlines the current gaps in prognostic and predictive information gleaned from routine synoptic reporting, emphasising how these limitations restrict the ability to personalise colon cancer treatment.



	2. Statement of concrete aims or formulation of questions

	2



	The study objective is clearly stated: to highlight the clinical utility of tumour infiltrating lymphocytes, tumour budding, and poorly differentiated clusters as they pertain to predicting prognosis and informing treatment strategies for non-metastatic colon cancer.


	3. Description of the literature search


	2



	
The methods section details the comprehensive search strategy, including target databases (PubMed and MEDLINE), timeframes, search terms and explicit inclusion/exclusion criteria. 
 

	4. Referencing



	2



	This study includes 54 sources across a range of study designs. All references are current and correctly cited in the preferred Springer Basic format. 


	5. Scientific reasoning




	2




	
The manuscript is logically and systematically structured by specific variable. Each section features an integrated analysis with assertations backed by relevant clinical endpoint data. Clinical limitations and translational barriers are explored and acknowledged. 


	6. Appropriate presentation of data


	2



	Comprehensive tables are used to stratify and summarise key evidence across disease stages. Figures are used to graphically demonstrate histopathological nomenclature differences 


	Total Calculated Score
	12 / 12
	



