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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.


	The integration of digital technologies to improve treatment adherence among cancer patients represents a critical advancement in modern oncology care. Investigating this topic is highly relevant, as strengthening patient engagement through digital tools can lead to better treatment outcomes and overall quality of life.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope, focus, and central theme of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally consistent with the article content, but could be strengthened by specifying the time period and type of review of the studies reviewed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually coherent, though methodological details could be expanded
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current and relevant; however, minor formatting inconsistencies are noted in citation style and font use, which should be aligned with the journal’s guidelines
	

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


	Appropriate and sufficient use in terms of language
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should specify the time frame of the literature search and the total number of studies included in the review. The findings extracted from these studies should be presented quantitatively, preferably in percentage form. Moreover, the benefits of the digital applications for cancer patients should be described more concretely, highlighting their measurable impact on patient outcomes. The findings derived from the cited references are currently expressed in a rather limited manner. These results could be presented more clearly and comprehensively in a tabular format, including percentages and key outcome indicators to enhance the clarity and scientific rigor of the review. 
The manuscript requires substantial revision, particularly in methodological transparency, quantitative presentation of results, and clearer demonstration of patient-related benefits.
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