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	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	In the literature, the development of non-Hodgkin lymphoma (NHL) in patients previously diagnosed with chronic myeloid leukemia (CML) has been more frequently reported, often as a secondary malignancy following tyrosine kinase inhibitor (TKI) therapy. However, the initial concurrent diagnosis of CML and NHL is extremely rare. In this regard, the present article provides a valuable contribution to the literature.

The title is clear and informative, and the abstract effectively summarizes both the case and the core message of the article. That said, the use of the word “amplifies” in the abstract could be replaced with a more natural and academic alternative, such as “emphasizes.”

The pathophysiological mechanisms and clinical features of both CML and NHL are well summarized. However, several sentences present structural ambiguities—for instance, the phrase “Proteins produced from the oncogene...” is grammatically incorrect and should be revised. Incorporating more recent references and focusing certain paragraphs more precisely on aspects of molecular pathology would improve the article’s clarity and scientific depth.

Figure legends could benefit from additional detail—for example: “Bone marrow section showing prominent eosinophilic infiltration (H&E, x400).” Additionally, the frequent repetition of “our patient” detracts from the academic tone; this could be mitigated by using more neutral constructions such as “the patient” or “this case.” Similarly, subjective phrases like “It is obvious his disease was of an aggressive nature” should be made more objective—for instance, “a likely aggressive phenotype suggested by rapid progression and stage III lymphadenopathy.”

In conclusion, the manuscript is suitable for publication following minor revisions.
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