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	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.

	This manuscript provides critical insights into the molecular landscape of colorectal adenocarcinoma in Uganda, focusing on the prevalence and clinicopathological correlations of GNAS gene mutations. As colorectal cancer incidence rises in sub-Saharan Africa, region-specific genetic studies such as this are essential for understanding tumor biology and guiding personalized medicine. By revealing that the prevalence of GNAS mutations in Uganda aligns more closely with data from Japan rather than other global regions, the study challenges assumptions about uniform mutation patterns and highlights the need for localized cancer genomics. These findings contribute to global cancer research and may inform future diagnostic, prognostic, and therapeutic strategies in African populations

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Suggested alternative titles: "Prevalence of GNAS Gene Mutations in Colorectal Adenocarcinoma: A Cross-Sectional Study from Uganda"
"GNAS Gene Mutations in Ugandan Colorectal Adenocarcinoma Patients: Prevalence and Clinicopathological Associations"
"Molecular Profiling of Colorectal Adenocarcinoma in Uganda: Prevalence of GNAS Mutations and Clinical Correlates"
"GNAS Mutation Patterns in Colorectal Cancer: Insights from a Ugandan Cohort"

	

	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 provides a solid overview of the study, including the background, objective, methodology, results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It follows appropriate research methodology, applies suitable analytical techniques, and draws reasonable conclusions from the data. However, a few methodological clarifications (e.g., sample selection, sequencing QC) should ideally be addressed in the full manuscript to strengthen its scientific rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is comprehensive, with a strong foundation in classical and recent literature on colorectal cancer genomics, molecular classification, and clinical biomarkers. Most sources are from reputable, high-impact journals. To enhance recency and inclusion of cutting-edge developments, it is recommended to consider a few recent publications (2023–2024) focusing on multi-omics subtyping, liquid biopsy, AI applications, immunogenomics, and patient-derived models.

	

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

	Yes, the English and academic style are appropriate for scholarly communication. With minor linguistic polishing (mainly for sentence structure, clarity, and consistency), the manuscript would meet the standards of top-tier biomedical journals.
	

	Optional/General comments

	



	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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