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	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.


	· Bone marrow transplant is warranted for hematological malignancies when alternative therapies are unlikely to be effective, facilitating high-dose chemotherapy or radiation to eradicate cancer cells and restore compromised bone marrow. 

· Indications include multiple myeloma, where it improves survival; certain types of lymphoma (Hodgkin and non-Hodgkin), especially for resistant or recurrent cases; leukemia, such as Acute Myeloid Leukemia and Acute Lymphocytic Leukemia ,

· Particularly in relapsed or refractory forms; and Myelodysplastic Syndromes (MDS). 

· The decision is determined by patient age, disease risk factors, prior treatment response, and the availability of an appropriate donor. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· Indications for bone marrow transplantation in patients with hematologic malignancies under monitoring in Abidjan, Côte d'Ivoire, seems like a better title, in my opinion.


	

	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.


	· Too lengthy of an abstract; it has to be summarized.

· An abstract, in my opinion should be a succinct, synopsis of a research paper, or other in-depth work; it should be between 150 and 300 words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· To a certain degree, it's acceptable, but the writing needs to be clearer, concentrating on sentence construction, phrasing, and grammar errors.
· The frequency and percentage must be included in the result table (only % in their tables).

· Discussions need to be written using an interpretive and comparative format.
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	· Some of the references are outdated (1996, 2000, 2009), and the citation is not complete with a page number and no DOI. As a result, I believe it needs to be revised using the proper referencing style.
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	· To a certain degree, edit your grammar, sentence structure, and paraphrasing.
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