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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.


	This manuscript presents valuable data on the indications for bone marrow transplantation (BMT) among patients with hematologic malignancies in Côte d’Ivoire — a topic of clinical and public health relevance, especially in low-resource settings. The study addresses an important regional gap by highlighting the need for implementing BMT programs in West Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title correctly reflects the study’s focus, but should be refined for clarity, e.g.:

“Indications for Bone Marrow Transplantation in Patients with Hematologic Malignancies in Abidjan, Côte d’Ivoire: A Retrospective Cross-sectional Study.”
	

	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.


	Avoid repetitive or non-academic expressions such as “huge necessity” or “to obtain this technic.” Replace with “demonstrate the urgent need to establish BMT facilities.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Corrected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are incomplete or incorrectly cited (e.g., missing page numbers, inconsistent journal names).

Include more recent references (post-2015) to contextualize current standards of BMT and hematologic malignancy treatment.
	

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


	The English language requires thorough editing by a native or professional academic editor. Frequent grammatical errors and awkward phrasing obscure the meaning.

Replace informal terms (“technic,” “huge necessity,” “made up of”) with precise scientific language (“technique,” “urgent need,” “composed of”).

Ensure consistent use of tenses: past tense for methods and results, present tense for discussion and general facts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction provides useful background but lacks focus and citation consistency.

Clearly state the knowledge gap and the specific objective of the study in the final paragraph.

Many references are outdated (some from the 1990s–2000s). Include more recent global and African data on hematologic malignancy and BMT.
The study design is appropriate, but methodological details are incomplete:

· Specify inclusion and exclusion criteria clearly.

· Indicate how diagnoses were confirmed and by whom.

· Describe how “indications for BMT” were determined (which international guidelines were used?).

· Statistical analysis: descriptive statistics only are mentioned — clarify whether any inferential tests were used or why not.

The results section is detailed but difficult to follow due to excessive numerical listing and inconsistent terminology.

Improve readability by summarizing key findings in text and moving detailed numerical data to tables.

Standardize disease acronyms (e.g., DLBCL, CML, CLL) and explain them at first mention.

Tables I–IV are informative but need clear titles, legends, and uniform formatting.

Some results appear repeated in both the abstract and the main text; streamline to avoid redundancy.
The discussion appropriately compares findings with other African studies, but it remains descriptive.

Strengthen the interpretation by explaining why certain patterns (e.g., predominance of lymphoid malignancies, poor prognostic scores) were observed.

Discuss implications for health policy — how can the findings support advocacy for establishing a national BMT program?

Include a Limitations paragraph (e.g., retrospective design, limited diagnostic capacity, lack of outcome follow-up).

End with a concise Conclusion emphasizing the practical relevance and future directions.

This manuscript presents valuable data on the indications for bone marrow transplantation (BMT) among patients with hematologic malignancies in Côte d’Ivoire — a topic of clinical and public health relevance, especially in low-resource settings. The study addresses an important regional gap by highlighting the need for implementing BMT programs in West Africa
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