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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.


	This review article provides a comprehensive and timely overview of nanotechnology applications in cancer therapy, with a particular emphasis on cancer vaccines and immunotherapy. The manuscript integrates conventional nanoparticle drug delivery systems with emerging vaccine platforms such as peptide, viral vector, DNA, and mRNA vaccines. The discussion on combining nanotechnology with immunotherapy, photothermal therapy, and photodynamic therapy reflects current research trends and translational directions in oncology. Overall, the manuscript contributes valuable consolidated knowledge for researchers working in nanomedicine, cancer immunotherapy, and precision oncology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested alternative title:
“Nanotechnology in Cancer Therapy: Advances in Drug Delivery, Cancer Vaccines, and Immunotherapy”
	

	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.


	Suggestions for improvement:

1. Briefly mention key vaccine platforms (DNA, mRNA, viral vectors) to reflect manuscript breadth.

2. Add one sentence emphasizing translational relevance or clinical impact.

3. Minor grammar refinement in a few long sentences to improve readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. It provides:

· Accurate explanations of EPR effect

· Mechanisms of nanoparticle targeting

· Detailed immunotherapy mechanisms

· Clear explanation of peptide, DNA, and mRNA vaccine platforms

· Proper discussion of tumor microenvironment and immune escape


	

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

· Extensive

· Include recent publications (2023–2024)

· Cover peptide vaccines, neoantigens, mRNA vaccines, nanocarriers

However, the following improvements are suggested:

· Add more 2023–2024 references on mRNA cancer vaccine clinical trials.

· Include regulatory framework references specific to nanomedicine approval pathways.


	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript has good academic tone.

Minor issues:

· Occasional grammatical inconsistencies

· Some long sentences affecting readability


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Consider adding:

· A schematic figure summarizing nanovaccine mechanisms.

· A comparative table of vaccine platforms.

2. Reduce redundancy in adjuvant discussions.


	

	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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified.

The manuscript is a review article and does not involve human or animal experimentation. A proper AI usage declaration and competing interest statement are included.
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