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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 (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 use of advanced gene editing technologies such as CRISPR, especially in the field of colorectal cancer, which is one of the most common and deadly cancers, is a current topic and is of interest to the scientific community. The article is scientifically interesting because it is a review of various CRISPR strategies and their potential clinical applications. I think the manuscript provides a comprehensive review of the molecular aspects of oncogene addiction, key pathways, next-generation CRISPR technologies, personalized medicine approaches, delivery and specificity challenges, and ethical- regulatory considerations. This diverse mix of materials helps the reader to have a complete and accurate understanding of the context, current and future opportunities, and limitations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is perfectly appropriate and standard.
	

	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.
	I recommend simplifying and streamlining long, specialized sentences for readers. Better separate the different sections of the abstract into separate paragraphs to facilitate reading and highlight each section, such as the importance of the topic, the study method, challenges, and prospects. Using words such as "objective" and "main question" helps to clarify the purpose of the research and review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific content of the article is up-to-date, documented, and authoritative, and can be a suitable source for scientific publication. Of course, with the structural and linguistic improvements, its readability and scientific
impact will be increased.
	

	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.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The text requires light editing to optimize grammar. So, there is a need to review words and sentences. Editing software can be used.
	

	Optional/General comments
	In sections such as “Cas13 can reduce oncogene mRNA,” add a short sentence or two about the advantages of this technology. official references are given in parentheses, which can be a bit heavy for More explanation of signaling pathways.

“KARS” instead of “KRAS” in a very short sentence is a typo and should be corrected.

Examples such as resistance to anti-EGFR drugs due to KRAS mutations can be explained more briefly and clearly to better understand the importance of the topic.

[bookmark: _GoBack]In the KRAS and BRAF sections, explain a little more about the importance of the MAPK/ERK pathway and the effects of its continued activation (e.g., how it maintains uncontrolled and abnormal cell growth).
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	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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