
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advances in Medical Science

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOAIMS_4636

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PALLIATIVE CARE IN ACUTE MYELOID LEUKEMIA- A COMPREHENSIVE REVIEW

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 idea of a review of diagnosis and treatment of AML in 2025 is interesting, but the manuscript is very generic and touches many important points without entering into much detail. Maybe focusing only on some more relevant aspects of the disease (ex not the symptoms or the prevention) and analyzing them deeply would be better. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title doesn’t reflect the content of the manuscript. The title should be changed into something like: AML: a 2025 update on classification, diagnosis and treatment. 
	

	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 abstact should include the content and the scope of the article. 

Also, I suggest not separating acute myelomonocytic leukemia from other forms of leukaemia as the article doesn’t focus on that specific type of leukemia. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I would recommend citing the 2022 International Consensus Classification of Myeloid Neoplasms. The diagnostic workup is  missing and a section including mandatory exams for diagnosis is recommended. In the therapies section oral decitabine, oral azacitidine and gilteritinib are missing. CART are not a standard approved therapy for AML as for now. 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The idea of a review about AML diagnosis and treatment in 2025 is interesting but the topic is very vast, complex and already covered by a lot of literature. The title doesn’t reflex the content of the article . The article lacks some fundamental topics like diagnosis and many complex arguments (like AML pathways and therapies) are superficially described. On the other hand, other less important topics, like symptoms and prevention, are extensively discussed with some inaccuracy (ex organomegaly is not typical of AML is not a cancer that can be “prevented” as no screening and preemptive therapy exist). 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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