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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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.
	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and rapidly evolving field, exploring how nanotechnology is reshaping cancer therapy and cancer vaccines/immunotherapy. The topic is timely and of clear interest to the scientific community. The authors provide a broad overview of nanomaterials and their biomedical applications.
	

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

	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 article's abstract is comprehensive.
	

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

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




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

	Optional/General comments
	Reviewer’s comment
Recommendation:
A review article must clearly describe how the literature was identified, selected, and synthesized. Add a Materials and Methods section describing databases searched (e.g., PubMed, Scopus, Web of Science), Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria.
The absence of a Discussion section is a major structural flaw. A review must not only summarize but also interpret, compare, and critically evaluate the evidence. The Discussion should synthesize findings across different nanoplatforms, highlight converging and diverging results, address
translational challenges, evaluate the strengths and limitations of the current evidence, identify knowledge gaps, and propose future research directions.
Figures and a comparative table would significantly improve clarity. A schematic figure summarizing the role of nanotechnology in immunotherapy would strengthen the manuscript.
The conclusions are too general.
	






















	[bookmark: _GoBack]PART 2:

	
	
	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 ethical issues in this manuscript.
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