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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	EGFR is a crucial topic in cancer research, and a manuscript focusing on its role provides significant value. However, to be truly useful, it must maintain appropriate scientific rigor. A comprehensive review of EGFR’s structure, genetic alterations, and its involvement in various cancers, along with molecular mechanisms, clinical implications, and emerging therapeutic strategies, is a valuable contribution, provided it adheres to rigorous academic standards.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The current title is too generic. A more specific alternative could be: “EGFR in Oncology: A Narrative Review of Mutations, Overexpression, and Treatment Strategies”
	

	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.


	Partially. While it offers a general overview of EGFR in cancer, it lacks specificity regarding the main cancer types discussed and the therapeutic focus. The tone should be more scientific, avoiding informal expressions. Including examples of targeted therapies and clarifying the scope would improve its clarity and usefulness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, there are some minor inaccuracies and inconsistencies, such as the incorrect definition of RTKs as 'reverse transcriptase' and discrepancies in mutation frequency data. These should be corrected to enhance accuracy. As a narrative review, a systematic method of source retrieval is not required. However, upon reviewing the bibliography, it appears to be quite sparse and, for some sections, outdated. If there are gaps in the literature due to missing recent works, it would be important to highlight these to emphasize the existing research void.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and include relevant sources. However, the inclusion of a few more critical reviews or meta-analyses on EGFR-targeted therapies and resistance mechanisms in the last two years would strengthen the manuscript further. Furthermore, especially in the introduction, many sentences lack clear bibliographic references, or entire paragraphs refer to a single, often outdated, source.
	

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


	Partially. The language is generally understandable, but the tone is often too informal and didactic for a scientific journal. Several sections would benefit from improved academic phrasing, greater precision, and more consistent terminology.

A thorough language revision is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a topic of significant importance and holds considerable potential within cancer research. However, substantial revisions are required to ensure greater specificity and scientific rigor. Enhancements in the bibliography, data accuracy, and academic language could elevate it to a more valuable contribution.
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