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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.


	By examining the relationship between molecular subtype, access to subtype-specific systemic therapy, and mortality in a large cohort of breast cancer patients from Yemen, I found this study to provide rare and highly valuable real-world evidence from a humanitarian and conflict-affected setting. In my view, the findings carry important implications for global oncology policy, particularly in highlighting the urgent need for equitable access to essential cancer medicines. Overall, I believe this work makes a meaningful and timely contribution to the literature on cancer care disparities in low- and middle-income as well as conflict-affected settings.
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	For methodological accuracy, the expression "overall survival" should be revised to reflect the death at the last follow-up, rather than survival analysis based on the time of event occurrence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, I consider the manuscript to be scientifically sound. However, clearer justification is needed for the use of logistic regression, as it reflects mortality at last follow-up rather than time-to-event survival, and the terminology should be revised accordingly. I also think the high proportion of patients lost to follow-up should be acknowledged as a potential source of selection bias. Finally, the concept of “guideline-adherent therapy” would benefit from clarification, as it appears to represent minimum subtype-specific care in a resource-limited setting rather than equivalent therapeutic efficacy.
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	With minor revisions, the article can be published.
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