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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 publication, which is a review chapter, is extremely significant since it thoroughly summarizes the function of HER2 in urothelial cancer, a field with fast growing clinical importance. It informs the public about the prognostic implications of HER2 (correlation with advanced stage and decreased survival) and, most importantly, that it is a validated therapeutic target. A crucial, up-to-date update on personalized medicine techniques is provided by the review's focus on BCG unresponsiveness in non-muscle invasive bladder cancer (NMIBC) and the effective use of Antibody-Drug Conjugates (ADCs) like trastuzumab deruxtecan. In the end, it directs medical professionals and researchers to the importance of regular HER2 testing for prognosis and treatment choice in advanced bladder cancer.
	

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

	
HER2 in Urothelial Carcinoma: A Comprehensive Review of Biology, Prognostic Significance, and Therapeutic Targeting." (This is more specific and clearly indicates its function as a modern 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.

	No additions or deletions
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	 --- 
	

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

	
suitable for scholarly communications
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	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)


	






Reviewer details:
Akhil Aakunuri, Albert Einstein College of Medicine , USA

Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
