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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive and strategic analysis of emerging trends, gaps, and future directions in ovarian cancer research, particularly in early detection and therapeutic innovation. By integrating insights from molecular diagnostics, liquid biopsy technologies, and precision medicine approaches, it establishes a roadmap for translating laboratory findings into clinically meaningful outcomes. The study emphasizes the critical need for validated biomarkers and multi-analyte models that can improve early-stage diagnosis and reduce mortality. Overall, it serves as a valuable resource for researchers, clinicians, and policymakers aiming to advance personalized, evidence-based strategies in ovarian cancer management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Strategic Insights in Ovarian Cancer Research: Advancing Early Detection and Therapeutic Innovations”
	

	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.


	Quantitative context: Include a brief epidemiological statement (e.g., “Ovarian cancer remains the leading cause of death among gynecologic malignancies, with over X% diagnosed at advanced stages”). This establishes urgency.

Methodological clarity: If the manuscript is a “strategic survey analysis,” specify how the analysis was conducted—e.g., “a comprehensive literature survey and expert synthesis of trends from 2015–2025.”

Impact statement: Conclude with a strong line about the translational or policy relevance—how the findings can guide future research funding, diagnostic design, or clinical trials.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The clinical problem statement (late presentation of ovarian cancer, limits of CA-125/TVUS) is accurate and well-supported by the literature.

Emphasising multi-analyte liquid biopsy (ctDNA, methylation, exosomes, proteins) and ML integration is correct and reflects current research trajectories.

The strategic, translational focus — linking biomarker validation to pragmatic trials and clinical utility — is appropriate and necessary for real impact.

The roadmap, KPIs, and emphasis on pre-analytic standardisation, equity, and regulatory engagement are strong and reflect good scientific practice.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Current Status:
Strengths:
The citations cover pivotal trials (UKCTOCS, PLCO), landmark therapeutic updates (PARP inhibitors), and recent reviews on ctDNA and methylation-based detection (2023–2024).

Gaps Identified:
1. Limited representation of AI/ML-driven biomarker discovery and multi-omic integration papers (2023–2025).

2. Few citations from translational and health-economic perspectives of early detection.

3. Need for meta-analyses and regulatory guidance references to strengthen the translational pathway section.


	

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


	Academic Tone:
The manuscript maintains a formal, evidence-driven tone, which is suitable for peer-reviewed scientific communication.

Clarity of Thought:
Technical concepts (e.g., biomarker validation, liquid biopsy, PARP inhibitors) are explained clearly and logically, showing a good balance between scientific detail and readability.

Terminological Consistency:
Key terms such as “early detection,” “multi-analyte biomarkers,” and “precision therapeutics” are used consistently, which strengthens thematic coherence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Shoheb Shaikh, RSM’s NN Sattha College of Pharmacy, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


