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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 manuscript addresses a clinically important and frequently encountered problem in hematopathology—the pattern of peripheral cytopenias in patients with hematological malignancies. Data from Yemen and similar resource-limited settings are limited, and this study provides valuable regional insight into the disease spectrum and presentation. The correlation between peripheral blood findings and bone marrow morphology adds practical diagnostic relevance. The study is particularly useful for clinicians and pathologists involved in the initial evaluation and triage of patients presenting with cytopenias.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	The title is appropriate
	

	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 structured and adequately summarizes the background, methodology, major findings, and conclusions. A minor suggestion would be to mention the sample size in the Methods section of the abstract and to briefly highlight the statistically significant association of AML with pancytopenia for emphasis. Otherwise, the abstract is satisfactory
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the study design, methodology, definitions of cytopenia, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the stated objectives. The interpretation of results is logical and supported by the data presented. However, the small sample size in some diagnostic categories limits the strength of subgroup statistical comparisons, which should be emphasized more clearly in the discussion as a LIMITATION.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, appropriate, and include recent literature. The inclusion of regional and international studies strengthens the discussion. No additional references are essential.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for academic publication. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements, particularly in the Discussion section, would improve readability and reduce repetition.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are informative and well organized, though simplifying Table 3 or adding a brief explanatory footnote may improve clarity..

The discussion is comprehensive but slightly repetitive in parts and may benefit from modest condensation
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