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	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 is important to the scientific community because it synthesizes developments in 3D bioprinting and organ-on-a-chip technologies, offering a clear roadmap for advancing next-generation cancer models. By highlighting physiomimetic tumor reconstruction, AI-enabled monitoring, and patient-specific bioinks, it strengthens the foundation for more predictive and personalized oncology research. Its insights support improved drug discovery, model standardization, and translational precision medicine.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“3D-Bioprinted Cancer-on-a-Chip Platforms: Advancing Precision Oncology Through Physiomimetic Tumor Modeling.”
	

	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.


	It can be improved by simplifying some dense sentences and clarifying methodological details. You may also consider briefly noting key limitations and adding a concise forward-looking statement to enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The concepts are aligned with established literature, and the mechanisms discussed—such as TME replication, vascularization strategies, and AI-enabled analytics—are consistent with current scientific understanding. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains an excessive number of references, and several may be consolidated or removed without affecting scientific quality. It would be beneficial to streamline the list by prioritizing the most recent, high-impact, and directly relevant sources. Reducing redundancy and eliminating older or less essential citations will improve clarity and readability.
	

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


	Yes
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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 do not appear to be any ethical issues,
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