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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 text highlights the central position of nanotechnology in cancer treatment and immunotherapy with special interest in targeted delivery of drugs, nanovaccines and personalized treatment systems. It is a useful source of information to researchers and clinicians that aim to understand the further treatment methods and predict the future in terms of precision oncology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is too long and rather repetitive. It needs to be revised so as to be more concise, specific and scientific.
	

	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 presents the general overview but is not very clinical in its perspective. It must include in brief, clinically approved nanomedicines to bring some translation relevance. Also, weaknesses and constraints are to be briefly recognized.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well-grounded scientifically, and some parts could be extended to explain the clinical outcomes and the limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, but the incorporation of more recent research in 2022-2026 especially the ones regarding mRNA vaccines and immunotherapies based on nanoparticles would significantly strengthen the article.
	

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


	The language is mostly understandable, but not well-polished. Sentences are often lengthy and repetitive in structure. It is recommended that the writing must be refined  and make it more clear.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study appears to follow standard scientific and reporting practices.
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