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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	Abnormal methylation enzymes could be considered as one of the most important causes of cancer development. By regulation of cell growth and differentiation, methylation enzymes could affect the activity of stem cells. Destabilization of abnormal ME is the only strategy capable of achieving cancer therapy by inducing both CSC and CC.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 is too lengthy, which is uncommon in scientific research.  

Please condense the paragraphs as much as possible, provided it does not negatively affect the scientific content of the Abstract.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some references are too old, replace them with recent references if it is possible:
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Some paragraphs require language enhancement;

 "2-1. Evolution of Cancer: To effectively solve cancer, we have to understand how cancer evolves to become clinical problem. Cancer is an old disease and a big old disease to claim casualty only next to cardiovascular diseases. Cardiovascular diseases are very complicated to involve multiple factors that are very difficult to solve. Cancer is not a complicated disease as cardiovascular diseases. It is rather simple. It became difficult to solve, because of mishandling by the cancer establishments. The problem of cancer is the cancer establishments, not the cancer itself.  Therefore, the most difficult problem of cancer is how to remove cancer establishments, not how to solve cancer."

The text lacks a credible, recent scientific source.  

Please rephrase it, kindly.
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	1. The Abstract is too lengthy, which is uncommon. Please condense the paragraphs as much as possible, provided it does not negatively affect the scientific content of the Abstract.
2. The author may select more specialized keywords to minimize their count.

3. In page 3: 13 references (26-38) for one paragraph? please determine each reference for each paragraph.

4. Arranging references in ascending order makes your research more organized and systematic.
5.  The first reference; Google search on cancer statistics.
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