Review Form 3

	

	Book Name:
	Medical Science: Updates and Prospects

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_7150

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Molecular Subtypes of Colorectal Cancer in Uganda

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 research addresses a significant knowledge gap in global CRC genomics, enhances our understanding of disparities between hereditary and sporadic subtypes across populations, and bolsters customized precision oncology efforts in under-researched areas grappling with an increasing cancer epidemic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is partially suitable but could be improved for better scientific clarity and specificity. 

Prevalence of molecular subtypes of colorectal cancer in the indigenous population of Uganda: Focus on Jass classification and Lynch syndrome.
	

	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 is reasonably comprehensive. Although somewhat lacking in methodological detail for the Jass assignment and fails to highlight the rarity of sporadic subtypes (type 1 absent), which is a key differentiator from high-income settings. Add a sentence regarding key negative findings in Results (e.g., "Importantly, sporadic MSI-high/CIMP-high tumors (Jass type 1) were not present (0%), and BRAF/KRAS pathogenic mutations were infrequent.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and offers valuable new data on CRC molecular subtypes in an understudied East African population, emphasizing a likely significant hereditary (Lynch-like) burden that diverges from Western patterns. I think Minor revisions are needed:  

Moderate claims of extreme multipliers (e.g., "13 times") with "substantially higher".  

Include limitations (e.g., hospital-based sampling, need for population-level validation). 
	

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

-
	I also recommend using newer references.
	

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


	It needs a little revision in terms of grammar and spelling.

	

	Optional/General comments


	In Uganda and other low-income countries, first assess the tumor using IHC or MSI (which are cost-effective and accessible), then perform germline testing if required. This approach is more practical and aligns with global guidelines.
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