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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.


	The review article provides overview on advances in the kinase inhibitor development and their role in precision oncology. The author effectively highlighted the critical role of medicinal chemistry in identifying the gap and developing the efficient therapy with kinase inhibitors.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 is well-structured and comprehensive. 

Suggestion :

Can be improved by refining grammar,
Clarity in objectives 

Stronger conclusion 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Consider defining the abbreviations (e.g., EGFR, ALK, BCR-ABL) on first use
· If the full form( Eg: SAR, SBDD) has already been introduced earlier in the text, it is appropriate to use the abbreviation without redefining it again.

· could have emphasized more on the resistance mechanism of these drugs and illustrations of combination therapies (any example of combinations?)

· Adding a section that identifies specific research gaps could further enhance the article's contribution to the field 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Reference styling is not uniform. Kindly check it again (Eg: some reference p. is given for page number, and in others it's not mentioned) 
· Include more recent references 
	

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


	The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communication, but it can be further improved by refining sentence structure (Instead of using long and complex sentences, it's better to write in shorter, clearer, and more easily understandable language.) and ensuring consistency in terminology
	

	Optional/General comments


	However, the discussion remains largely superficial. While the article touches on important concepts and trends, it lacks in-depth analysis.
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