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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.


	The significance of this manuscript lies in its integration of pharmacogenomics, network analysis, survival validation, and structural bioinformatics to identify druggable vulnerabilities in aggressive high-grade serous ovarian cancer. It supports endocrine resistance by offering the first structural proof that the ESR1–CCDC170 fusion is devoid of the ligand-binding domain. Most significantly, it identifies CDK9 as a precision therapeutic target and important master regulator for patients who are short-term survivors with few treatment options.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is slightly lengthy and heavy. It should be modified. 
	

	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.


	Although the abstract is strong, it may benefit from minor simplification. Specific subheadings such as Aims, Study Design, and Place and Duration of Study should be removed and replaced with broader headings such as Background, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion. It is also recommended to include the dataset source and the number of DEGs analyzed, and to clearly state that the findings are based on computational predictions that require experimental validation. Additionally, a Future Perspectives section should be in paragraph. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Since the entire study is based on in silico predictions, the manuscript should clearly mention that the findings need experimental validation (such as cell line studies, knockdown experiments, or animal models) before being confirmed as a true therapeutic strategy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	However, around 9 references appear to be duplicated (e.g., repeated entries such as [5]/[19], [6]/[20], [7]/[21], [8]/[22], [10]/[25], [14]/[31], [15]/[32], [11]/[34], and [29]/[50]) and should be removed to avoid redundancy. The in-text citations in the Introduction begin from reference [10], while references [1]–[9] are not cited anywhere in the manuscript. The authors should ensure that all references listed are properly cited in the text, and that the numbering sequence starts correctly from the first citation. In addition, minor inconsistencies are noted in the use of et al., punctuation, and page range formatting. The ClinicalTrials.gov citation should also be revised to match standard Vancouver format for web-based sources. the authors are encouraged to include a few more updated references (2023–2025) to further strengthen the scientific background.
	

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


	The article has too many paragraphs, especially in Introduction and Discussion. It can be rewritten into 2 strong paragraphs (per section), by merging repeated concepts and removing extra explanation.  

· Too many long, overloaded sentences (especially in Introduction + Discussion)

· Repetition of ideas (same points about CDK9, transcriptional addiction, ESR1 fusion repeated multiple times)

· Grammar/formatting issues in Methodology (some lines are broken or incomplete, e.g., “by the log-rank test.” placed incorrectly)

· Some parts sound like review-article writing, not concise original research style.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors should explicitly state the relevant reference in the figure caption if any figures are copied or modified from other sources. To make sure they are effectively incorporated into the relevant paragraphs, all figures should also be appropriately cited and addressed inside the main text.

The research contains new computational discoveries with obvious therapeutic application and is well-structured and scientifically sound. To increase clarity, eliminate redundant or uncited references, streamline formatting, and highlight the necessity for experimental validation, a few small changes are necessary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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