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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.


	In the scientific community, the topic is valid in the sense that peripheral cytopenia is a vital biomarker in the malignancies involving the three major blood cell types. It provides the very foundation in disease classification, disease stage monitor, drug toxicity and disease progression and the burden of such disease. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The typic is apt. Haematological investigation in cancer patients is key 
	

	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 well tailored. It captured the basic elements of an ideal scientific abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the sample size is small compared to the tone of the article. The importance of the study underscores a larger sample size for a better representation of the population in Aden, Yemen
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are recent with few that are obsolete. If those ones can be replaced by newer or more recent ones. Although the work combines different referencing style which I think shouldn’t be. Let’s have either APA, MLM CHICAGO ETC..
	

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


	Good command in the use of tenses. This is highly commendable
	

	Optional/General comments


	If corrections are affected, I recommend without hesitation that this work be published for the purpose of knowledge distribution and awareness on the importance of full blood count in oncology clinics. Author(s) need to exhaustibly discuss their findings before comparing with other works. 
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