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	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.


	I find this manuscript to be highly relevant to the scientific community, particularly in the field of oncology and cancer research. The role of exosomal communication in the tumour microenvironment of non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) is an emerging topic with significant implications for diagnosis, prognosis, and therapy. The manuscript presents a comprehensive discussion on the molecular mechanisms by which exosomes contribute to tumour progression, immune modulation, and drug resistance. Furthermore, the exploration of exosome-based therapeutic strategies adds translational value to the research. However, while the manuscript provides extensive information, there are some areas where clarity and organization could be improved.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the main theme of the manuscript. However, I suggest a minor revision for clarity:

Suggested Title: "Exosomal Communication in the Tumour Microenvironment of Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer: Implications for Progression and Therapy"


This revision explicitly highlights the implications for tumour progression and therapy, which are key aspects discussed in the review.
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, but it could be more structured and concise. Here are my suggestions:

The first sentence should clearly define NSCLC and its high prevalence.

The phrase "Research into exosome-derived biomarkers, such as miRNAs, lncRNAs, and proteins, continues because their potential in drug delivery and immunotherapy could revolutionize NSCLC treatment" is somewhat vague. It could be reworded to directly state how these biomarkers are currently being investigated for their clinical applications.


The last sentence needs revision for clarity: instead of "While exosomes hold potential as biomarkers and therapeutic tools, further research is needed to optimize exosome-based applications for precision medicine in NSCLC," it could be rewritten as: "Although exosomes hold great promise as biomarkers and therapeutic tools, further research is required to optimize their clinical applications in NSCLC."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and well-referenced. However, there are areas where more depth and clarity are needed:

· The discussion on exosome biogenesis could benefit from a clearer explanation of the specific roles of ESCRT-dependent and ESCRT-independent pathways.

· Some sections, such as "Exosomes in Health and Disease," provide general information on exosomes but could be more focused on their relevance to NSCLC.

· The therapeutic strategies section is well-organized but would benefit from a critical evaluation of the challenges in translating exosome-based therapies into clinical practice.


	

	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, covering a wide range of studies from 2019 to 2024. However, a few additional references on exosome isolation techniques and their limitations in clinical applications could strengthen the manuscript. For example:

· Théry et al., 2018: Standardized protocols for exosome isolation and characterization.

· Kowal et al., 2017: Comparative analysis of different extracellular vesicle isolation methods.
These references would provide further depth to the discussion on technical limitations.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in a scholarly tone, but some sentences are unnecessarily long or complex. Additionally, there are minor grammatical errors and inconsistencies in terminology. For instance:

· "Such characteristics is what helps cancer to survive and multiply without being destroyed" → Should be revised to: "These characteristics enable cancer cells to evade immune destruction and proliferate."
· "In the same venn" → This phrase is unclear; "In a similar manner" would be more appropriate.
A thorough proofreading and grammatical check would improve readability and fluency.


	

	Optional/General comments


	There are no apparent ethical concerns in this manuscript, as it is a review article based on previously published research.
The manuscript presents valuable insights into the role of exosomal communication in NSCLC and is well-supported by recent literature. However, minor revisions are required to enhance clarity, refine the abstract, improve language quality, and strengthen discussions on challenges in exosome-based therapy.
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