Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Oncology Research Journal 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AORJ_153317

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Disparities in Access to Targeted Therapy and Survival by Molecular Subtype among Breast Cancer Patients in Yemen

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 is of significant importance to the scientific community because it provides rare, high-quality real-world evidence on how precision oncology performs in an active conflict and humanitarian setting, where molecular diagnostics exist but corresponding targeted therapies are largely inaccessible. By linking molecular subtype, treatment gaps, and survival outcomes in a large Yemeni cohort, the study demonstrates how biological stratification without therapeutic access can paradoxically exacerbate survival inequities.
Furthermore, this work adds substantial evidence to the limited literature on breast cancer management in conflict-affected and low-resource settings, contributing to a more accurate understanding of subtype-specific outcomes in the absence of standardized and equitable treatment pathways. The findings support improved diagnostic utilization, inform evidence-based policy and clinical decision-making, and provide a foundation for future implementation research and ethically inclusive clinical trials targeting aggressive subtypes such as TNBC and HER2-positive breast cancer.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and objectives of the study. However, it can be slightly refined to improve clarity and conciseness without changing its meaning.
Suggested title: Disparities in Targeted Therapy Access and Survival by Molecular Subtype in Breast Cancer: Evidence from Yemen
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is clear, well organized, and sufficiently comprehensive, effectively summarizing the study background, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. Minor refinements could further enhance its clarity and impact, including clarification of the survival endpoint, brief emphasis on the conflict-affected and resource-limited setting, and slight streamlining of numerical details in the Results section to improve readability. If permitted by journal guidelines, a brief mention of key limitations, such as the retrospective design or loss to follow-up, would add further transparency. Overall, no major deletions are required, as the abstract adequately reflects the scientific value of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study design, methods, analyses, and conclusions are appropriate and well-supported, with acknowledged limitations that do not compromise its overall validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and relevant, with most citations from 2015–2022, appropriately supporting the study rationale, methods, and discussion. To strengthen the manuscript, the authors could consider adding more recent (2023–2025) global or regional breast cancer epidemiology studies, references on TNBC and HER2-targeted therapy outcomes in low-resource or conflict settings. Overall, the reference list is adequate, but including a few very recent studies could enhance the manuscript’s currency and impact.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, well-structured, and professional, with terminology appropriate for oncology and global health audiences. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and under-researched topic, providing valuable real-world evidence on breast cancer disparities in a conflict-affected, low-resource setting. The introduction clearly establishes the rationale and context, though briefly emphasizing the humanitarian setting earlier could enhance new. The methods are appropriate and transparent, with clear molecular subtype classification, treatment variables, and statistical analyses; minor clarification on handling missing data or loss to follow-up would strengthen methodological rigor.
The results are well-presented, highlighting treatment gaps and survival disparities by subtype. Streamlining some numerical details could improve readability. The discussion thoughtfully contextualizes the findings within global and regional literature, emphasizing the impact of limited access to targeted therapies and providing actionable recommendations. Minor restructuring to separate limitations from broader implications could improve flow. The conclusion effectively summarizes key findings and the urgent need for equitable access. Overall, this is a strong and timely contribution suitable for publication with minor refinements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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