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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.


	This manuscript explains a highly relevant but often overlooked topic in oncology and haematology. It’s how clinicians perceive palliative care (PC) and how it is incorporated into haematology practice in Ghana. Understanding these perceptions is crucial, as the attitudes of healthcare providers can shape referral patterns, the timing of palliative care involvement, and ultimately, patient outcomes.

The study identifies barriers, such as the common perception of palliative care as being limited to end-of-life situations, as well as opportunities, including the potential for earlier integration and greater interprofessional collaboration. These findings are important for public health professionals, policymakers, and hospital administrators who aim to improve the use of palliative care, especially in low- and middle-income countries.

Additionally, the research adds to global understanding by providing evidence specific to the Ghanaian context, which can help guide educational initiatives, institutional policies, and the development of structured referral pathways in similar healthcare environments. In conclusion, the study lays the groundwork for enhancing holistic, patient-centered care for individuals with haematological cancers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the core focus of the study.

Suggestion: Consider including the geographic context or study design. For example:

“Clinician perceptions of palliative care and its role in haematological practice: An exploratory study in Ghana”
	

	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.


	Strengths: The abstract effectively summarizes the study’s background, objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. It clearly highlights key insights regarding clinicians’ understanding, perceived barriers, and the role of palliative care.

Suggestions for improvement:

-State the qualitative methodology used (e.g., semi-structured interviews, reflexive thematic analysis) in the Methods section.

-Include the sample size (n = 10) to provide clarity.

--Highlight the practical implications of the findings for improving referral practices and integration of palliative care.

-Optionally, condense repetitive phrases such as “holistic, multidisciplinary” to enhance brevity without losing meaning.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology aligns well with the research question, employing an exploratory qualitative design, purposive sampling, and thematic analysis. The findings are coherent and supported by the data, with participants quotes effectively illustrating the identified themes.

Minor suggestions for improvement: Clarify how data saturation was determined and provide a justification for the sample size within the context of qualitative research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate, relevant, and largely up-to-date (2023–2026).

Some older foundational sources (e.g., Hoffbrand 2016; WHO 2020) are appropriate for providing background context.

Suggestion: Consider including additional studies from LMICs or the African context on haematology and palliative care to enhance the regional relevance of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and readable.

Minor grammatical corrections are recommended:

-Ensure subject-verb agreement (e.g., change “patients… is” to “patients… are”).

-Maintain consistency in tense, as some results sections alternate between present and past tense.

-Avoid minor redundancies (e.g., “persistent association with end-of-life care, coupled with curative focus”).

-Overall, the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. Engaging a professional English expert for proof could further refine the text to publication quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion could briefly link the findings to policy or training interventions, for example, integrating palliative care modules into haematology training programs. It would be helpful to acknowledge limitations, such as single-center sampling and the predominance of female participants, in the conclusion section.Table 1 is informative. Ensure consistency in formatting, particularly the alignment of subthemes. The manuscript could also outline potential next steps for research, such as exploring patient perspectives or evaluating interventions to improve referral pathways.
Strong relevance to the scientific community and public health practice.

-Methodologically sound qualitative study.

-Minor improvements needed in abstract clarity, language polishing, ethical approval and discussion of practical implications.
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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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