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	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 explores clinicians’ perceptions of palliative care in haematology—an underreported area. The findings highlight barriers and gaps that can inform education and clearer referral pathways to support earlier, more integrated palliative care in Ghana.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It would be helpful to emphasise more clearly in the title that this study was conducted in Ghana, as the local context is a key strength and shapes the interpretation and applicability of the findings.

e.g. Clinician perceptions of palliative care and its role in haematological practice: Perspectives from Ghana; OR Clinician perceptions of palliative care and its role in haematological practice in Ghana: A qualitative study
	

	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 appropriate and sufficiently comprehensive for this type of qualitative manuscript. do not think major additions or deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically acceptable and the findings are coherent with the study aims. Only minor reporting issues need attention, as detailed later in this review form.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	do not have specific additional references to recommend. However, the reference list should be checked for completeness and consistency. For example, the in-text citation “Ofosu-Poku, Owusu-Ansah & Antwi (2020)” appears in the Introduction but is not included in the reference list, and there is also a minor author-name inconsistency (e.g., “Horeon et al., 2025” in text vs “Haroen et al., 2025” in the reference list).
	

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


	Minor language editing is recommended. Please ensure consistent use of either British (e.g., haematology/leukaemia) or American (hematology/leukemia) spelling throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Discussion currently includes many direct participant quotes; these are more appropriate for the Results section. suggest removing most quotes from the Discussion and instead summarizing and interpreting the findings in your own words, while keeping illustrative quotes in the Results section.

To improve clarity, consider adding a brief demographics table (e.g., role/rank, sex, age group, years of clinical experience, years in haematology). In addition, please report the name of the ethics committee/institution and the approval/reference number. Finally, please remove the sentence stating an “expected correlation between age and work experience,” as this is self-evident and does not add value to the Results section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ana Nikler, University hospital “Sveti Duh”Zagreb, Croatia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)



