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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.


	The review is clear in its content and provides valuable insights for the scientific community in understanding the emerging frontiers of oncology. This paradigm shift in the staging of endometrial tumors strongly calls for the standardization of histopathological assessment. Oncologic diagnostic and therapeutic procedures should not be performed in hospital centers that are currently unable to conduct comprehensive molecular analyses. Healthcare professionals must be adequately updated on this change in paradigm in order to manage aggressively even stage I tumors that exhibit high-risk molecular profiles.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I believe the title is appropriate. I would recommend specifying that it is a narrative review.
	

	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 accurately reflects the content of the review. In the conclusion, in addition to specifying that the reported molecular data have enabled more precise tumor profiling from both a prognostic and therapeutic perspective, I would add that the uncertainty surrounding the NSMP category poses additional challenges in this regard.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents content that is consistent and aligned with current scientific evidence. References are current and appropriate. However, the discussion of cervical cancer prevention programs appears clearly out of context. I would address this aspect only very briefly, and solely to emphasize the need for awareness and educational initiatives promoting annual transvaginal ultrasound examinations and the prompt recognition by women of abnormal postmenopausal bleeding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction does not address the diagnostic importance of ultrasound or the role of hysteroscopy as the gold standard for endometrial assessment. Transvaginal ultrasound represents the first-line imaging modality for evaluating endometrial thickness, particularly in postmenopausal women, while hysteroscopy remains the gold standard for direct visualization of the uterine cavity and targeted biopsy in suspicious cases. Preventive strategies rely on periodic ultrasound surveillance in at-risk patients, with diagnostic hysteroscopy indicated when clinical suspicion arises. The authors are encouraged to read and cite the article published in the Italian Journal of Gynæcology & Obstetrics:
Palermo et al., Asymptomatic postmenopausal endometrial thickening: a comparison between transvaginal ultrasound and hysteroscopy in the diagnosis of intracavitary uterine pathologies (2023; 35(1): 71–80; doi:10.36129/jog.2022.30).


	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a good command of the English language. I would suggest a few modifications to render the text more formal and suitable for a “journal-ready, high-impact” level. For example, I would revise certain sentences as follows: “…with over 417,000 new cases and approximately 97,000 deaths according to GLOBOCAN 2020…”, “EC is expected to become…”, and “nearly 90% of EC cases are diagnosed at an early stage…”.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figure 1 (molecular subtypes) and Figure 2 (workflow) are helpful. Ensure proper permissions and high-resolution images for publication.
The manuscript effectively bridges molecular biology and practical patient care, making it valuable to both researchers and clinicians.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NO
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