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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript briefly listed few technologies used for ovarian cancer (didn’t specify, if that are for diagnosis or treatment).
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The title must be precise and mention a little about newer technologies, i.e. whether they are for diagnosis or treatment. 
“Emerging Technologies in Ovarian Cancer: Advancements in Treatment Strategies”
	

	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.


	Yes, it is.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 No, there must be more and newer references to support and provide evidence.
Additionally, the author(s) want(s) to discuss “Emerging” technologies and has/have used old references (>5 years) as supporting evidence. In the section where technologies are discussed, 7/11 reference are more than 5 years old with a few of them even older than 10 years.
	

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


	No, there are major grammatical errors. Sentences lack a proper structure at various points as highlighted on every page of the manuscript attached. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are major grammatical errors in the manuscript. Needs to be re-written to improve the standard of the manuscript. Other than the grammatical errors, there are other mistakes as well, as mentioned here:

Page no. 3: 2nd sentence under the heading of Xenografts: Please change the structure of sentence as it is not your original research and you can not use the phrase “We created…”
Page 4: 2nd para 1st & 2nd sentences under the heading of Flow Cytometry: The procedure was used WHERE? What do you mean by PBMCs?

Page 4: 3rd para under the heading of Flow Cytometry: Please elaborate who designed and implemented, and WHERE?

Page 4: 1st para under the heading of 2D & 3D Cell Culture: Please correct “This study compared” and “is available” as this is a review article, not the original study
Page 5: 2nd para under the heading of Lentiviral Vectors: Please change the sentence “Lentivirals were created…”
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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