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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.


	This minireview provides a comprehensive and culturally contextualized exploration of withholding and withdrawing life-sustaining treatments in palliative care, with a particular emphasis on Indonesia—a setting where such discussions remain largely taboo due to religious, social, and legal complexities. By integrating local regulations, ethical frameworks, religious perspectives, and international comparative data, the manuscript bridges a critical gap in the global palliative care literature, especially in Southeast Asia. It offers valuable insights for clinicians, policymakers, and ethicists navigating end-of-life decision-making in multicultural and religiously diverse healthcare systems. The emphasis on advance care planning as a practical tool further enhances its relevance for improving patient-centered care and legal protection for healthcare providers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"Withholding and Withdrawal of Life-Sustaining Treatment in Palliative Care: Ethical, Legal, and Cultural Perspectives in Indonesia"
	

	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 current abstract is moderately comprehensive but lacks balance, specificity, and key findings. It introduces the dilemma, mentions incompetence and cultural taboos (especially in Indonesia), and highlights Advance Care Planning (ACP)—but it is vague on methods, results, and conclusions. For a minireview, the abstract should concisely reflect the scope, main evidence, and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct overall

It accurately reflects current knowledge in palliative care, medical ethics, and end-of-life decision-making, with appropriate citations from peer-reviewed journals, legal documents, and international guidelines
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	es, the references are sufficient in number (44 total) and generally recent (2016–2025), with a strong mix of:
· Indonesian legal and ethical documents 

· International peer-reviewed studies 

· Global ethical guidelines

	

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


	No, the language/English quality is not fully suitable for scholarly communication. While the content is scientifically sound and well-structured, the English is non-native, inconsistent, and contains frequent grammatical, stylistic, and clarity issues that detract from professionalism and readability in an international journal.
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