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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.


	This study illustrates the transformational effect of sialic acid in controlling the cancer-causing genes HMGA1 as well HMGA2 inside human glioblastoma cells. It shows that sialic acid dramatically boosts HMGA1 activity while reducing HMGA2, emphasizing their separate roles in glioblastoma growth. These results broaden our knowledge of how glycosylation and regulatory genes collaborate in cancer biology while opening new avenues for novel treatments that target sialic acid pathways, which could enhance clinical results.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it 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.


	I. Several times in the abstract, "HGMA" is used improperly in place of "HMGA." This must be routinely changed to "HMGA1" and "HMGA2" to remove any misunderstandings. 
II. Beyond only mentioning fold changes, a clear description of the concentration-dependent decline pattern for HMGA2 will greatly improve the report of data. 
III. With little technical explanation, the abstract will successfully emphasize the use of qRT-PCR for gene expression quantification, making the information understandable to a wider audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and shows that sialic acid exhibits concentration-dependent modulation of HMGA1 and HMGA2 gene expression in human glioblastoma cells. These results imply therapeutic potential and are consistent with known tumor biology. For clarity, minor notation errors should be fixed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The study accurately references current research to back up its conclusions about HMGA1, HMGA2, and sialic acid in glioblastoma. Its scientific background would be improved by adding a few recent, up-to-date sources on sialic acid's role in cancer, along with epigenetic modification from the past two to three years.
	

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


	The article is mostly clear for scholarly communication; however, minor grammar flaws and inconsistent terminology should be corrected to improve quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study thoroughly evaluates the influence of sialic acid on HMGA1 and HMGA2 gene activity in glioblastoma cells, offering crucial information about their antagonistic regulation. Although scientifically sound, clarity and execution will be much enhanced by improving the consistency of words and terminology.
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