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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides an extensive and detailed overview of the role of epigenetics in cancer biology. By addressing both foundational concepts and cutting-edge research, it serves as a valuable resource for students, researchers, and clinicians. Its emphasis on the reversibility of epigenetic modifications highlights the potential for therapeutic intervention, which is crucial for advancing cancer treatment strategies. Additionally, its exploration of environmental influences and future directions in epigenetic research enriches our understanding of the complex interplay between genetics and the environment in oncogenesis.
	

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

	The title, "An Introduction to Epigenetics of Cancer," accurately reflects the book's content. However, to emphasize its depth and relevance, an alternative title could be: "Epigenetics in Cancer: Mechanisms, Therapies, and Future Perspectives."
	

	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 preface serves as an abstract, but it could benefit from a more structured format to enhance clarity. Suggested improvements:
1. Explicitly highlight the scope, such as specific types of cancers or therapies discussed.
2. Include a statement on the book’s audience (e.g., multidisciplinary researchers, clinical oncologists).
3. Briefly mention methodologies like high-throughput sequencing and epigenome-wide association studies for completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript appears scientifically robust, with well-researched explanations of mechanisms like DNA methylation, histone modification, and non-coding RNA regulation. However, it would be beneficial to ensure all studies cited are up-to-date, particularly those in clinical epigenetics and emerging therapies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript includes a thorough bibliography, but more recent references on topics like CRISPR-based epigenetic editing or multi-omics integration in cancer research could enhance its relevance. Suggested additions:
1. Advances in single-cell epigenomics and cancer heterogeneity.
2. Studies on microbiome-epigenome interactions in cancer.
	

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

	The language is scholarly and suitable for an academic audience. However, minor adjustments for conciseness and sentence flow could improve readability for non-native speakers of English.
	

	Optional/General comments

	  The inclusion of diagrams or visuals, such as the epigenetic landscape or pathways of DNA methylation, would greatly aid comprehension.
  Consider adding a section on the ethical implications of epigenetic therapies in clinical settings.
  A glossary of key terms could be helpful for interdisciplinary readers.

Justification:
1. Strengths:
· The manuscript provides a comprehensive and well-structured overview of epigenetics in cancer, blending foundational knowledge with advanced therapeutic insights.
· Scientifically robust with extensive referencing and up-to-date discussions on therapies and mechanisms.
· Suitable for a broad academic audience, including students, researchers, and clinicians.
2. Weaknesses/Areas for Improvement:
· Minor revisions are needed to enhance the clarity of the abstract and update certain sections with the latest references (e.g., CRISPR-based epigenetic tools, microbiome interactions).
· Addressing ethical considerations and potential societal implications of epigenetic therapies could make the manuscript more holistic and forward-thinking.
· Language and readability are excellent but could benefit from slight refinement to improve flow and accessibility for non-native readers.
This manuscript is close to being ready for acceptance but would benefit from small improvements to achieve its full potential.

	



	[bookmark: _Hlk156057883][bookmark: _Hlk156057704]PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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