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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 a comprehensive and updated synthesis of the biological, prognostic, and therapeutic significance of HER2 in bladder carcinoma, a field where evidence is rapidly evolving but still fragmented. By integrating molecular insights with clinical correlations across different histological subtypes, the chapter bridges existing gaps between basic research and translational practice. The detailed exploration of HER2-targeted therapeutic strategies, including emerging antibody–drug conjugates, offers valuable guidance for future clinical trial design and precision-medicine approaches. Overall, this work contributes meaningfully to ongoing scientific efforts to refine biomarker-driven management and improve patient outcomes in bladder cancer.
	

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

	The current title is informative and reflects the manuscript’s focus on HER2 biology, prognostic significance, and therapeutic implications in bladder cancer. However, it may be slightly long or broad depending on the journal’s preference. A more focused and precise title could strengthen its scientific impact and clarity.

For eg: 1. “HER2 in Bladder Cancer: Molecular Biology, Prognostic Value, and Emerging Therapeutic Strategies”
2. “The Clinical and Molecular Landscape of HER2 in Bladder Carcinoma: Implications for Prognosis and Targeted Therapy”
3. “HER2 as a Biomarker and Therapeutic Target in Bladder Cancer”
	

	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.

	Overall, the abstract is comprehensive and effectively summarizes the biological basis, clinical relevance, and therapeutic implications of HER2 in bladder cancer. It demonstrates strong scientific depth and clearly outlines the manuscript’s scope. However, it is slightly long, contains redundant phrases, and reads more like a section of the main text than a concise overview. A few sentences could be streamlined to enhance clarity and impact.
	

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

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

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

	
Good



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Suggested Improvements
1. Shorten and Increase Focus
The abstract currently includes a lot of mechanistic details (e.g., signalling pathways, histological variants) that may not be essential for an abstract. Abstracts should highlight:
· The problem
· Knowledge gap
· Key findings/conclusions
· Significance
Removing excessive details will make it more readable.
2. Strengthen the Central Message
Emphasize why HER2 is important in bladder cancer and how the manuscript contributes to the field. One or two sentences addressing the current limitations in HER2-targeted therapy will add value.
3. Improve Flow and Reduce Repetition
A few ideas (e.g., HER2 role in progression, its prognostic relevance) appear multiple times in slightly different forms. Streamlining these will improve coherence.
4. Clarify Therapeutic Implications
The abstract mentions emerging therapies but could explicitly state:
· Which therapeutic classes show the most promise (e.g., antibody–drug conjugates)
· Why HER2-targeted therapy has been challenging in UC
This will enhance the translational relevance.
5. Add a Clear Concluding Statement
End with one strong sentence highlighting the clinical implications or future direction—this increases the impact.
The manuscript is scientifically strong, comprehensive, and well-referenced.
It provides an extensive and timely review of HER2 biology and its therapeutic significance in bladder cancer.
The structure is mostly logical, and the content is valuable for both researchers and clinicians.
However, the manuscript requires minor revisions to improve readability, reduce redundancy, streamline sections, and refine the abstract and conclusions.
The suggestions mainly involve editing rather than major restructuring, which places it firmly in the Minor Revision category.
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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)

Kindly provide the number of clearance
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