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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 (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 addresses a critical gap in the current immuno-oncology landscape by presenting a comprehensive overview. While biologics dominate the IO space, their limitations—such as poor tumor penetration, high production costs, and systemic toxicities—highlight the urgent need for alternative or complementary approaches. By framing emerging small-molecule modalities through a chemist’s perspective, this work not only summarizes existing advances but also delineates future directions for rational design, delivery innovations, and combination therapies. The insights provided here will guide interdisciplinary efforts across medicinal chemistry, chemical biology, and translational oncology, accelerating the development of next-generation, precision immunotherapies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes current title is suitable to the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Abstract is well-written and covers the key elements.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript appears scientifically accurate and well-grounded.
	

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

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


	Yes manuscript uses scholarly language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Abstract
· The abstract is comprehensive but slightly long and dense. Consider making it more concise by summarizing key findings and removing redundancies.

· Suggest adding a clear statement (what this review provides that others do not).

2. Introduction
· While informative, some sentences may be too close to published sources. Paraphrase to reduce similarity and avoid plagiarism risk.

· Ensure citations for all key claims 

3. Figures
· Figure 1 appears adapted from Lin et al., 2021. Include a clear attribution such as:
“Figure adapted from Lin et al., 2021, with permission.”
· If permission has not been obtained, redraw the figure.

4. Ethical Statements
· Add a Conflict of Interest (COI) declaration, for example:
“The authors declare that they have no competing interests.”
· Include a Funding statement, even if none:
“This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.”
5. Plagiarism Check
· A few sections, especially in Introduction and TIME primer, resemble standard textbook definitions. Please rephrase these for originality.
The manuscript is strong and suitable for publication after minor corrections related to citation completeness, ethical declarations, and minor text refinement.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

There are no direct ethical concerns.
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