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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Because it discusses the critical role that cancer stem cells (CSCs) play in tumor development, treatment resistance, and disease relapse, this publication is of great scientific significance. By thoroughly examining existing tactics and new developments to target CSCs, it offers insightful information that may improve the effectiveness and longevity of cancer treatments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is suitable title for the manuscript
	

	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 flow of the abstract is unclear and unstructured. From background to problem to hypothesis or objective to techniques or suggested solution to conclusion or consequences, everything should be arranged logically.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although this idea aligns in part with current research emphasizing the role of CSCs, there are significant concerns regarding scientific accuracy, evidence, and generalization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient but i think some of these are repeated, i suggest you to check them.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of your article are suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract: Needs significant revision for clarity, academic tone, and coherence. It uses informal and promotional language that is not suitable for scholarly writing.
Introduction: The narrative is overly critical of the medical establishment without balanced evidence and lacks neutrality expected in scholarly writing. Key claims—such as the superiority of the proposed solution or the ineffectiveness of past therapies—should be supported by robust data and references, not personal opinion.

Section 2.2: This section presents an impassioned argument for prioritizing CSCs in cancer therapy, but it lacks objectivity, balanced tone, and scientific rigor.

Conclusion: Requires revisions for clarity, scientific accuracy, and tone. Metaphorical and promotional language should be replaced with precise, evidence-based phrasing. Overly absolute claims (e.g., “only option” or “perfect drugs”) should be softened, and mechanistic assertions need proper justification.
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