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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	

	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community as it highlights the emerging role of N6-methyladenosine (m6A) methylation in nasopharyngeal carcinoma, a malignancy with a significant clinical impact. The study adds novel evidence on how RNA modifications contribute to cancer development and progression. These findings may help in identifying potential biomarkers for diagnosis and prognosis, as well as new therapeutic strategies.
Overall, the research broadens current knowledge in the rapidly growing field of cancer epigenetics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate. However, it could be made slightly more specific:
“The role of N6-methyladenosine (m6A) methylation in the development and progression of nasopharyngeal carcinoma”
	

	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 covers the aim, rationale, and general findings but requires minor improvement:


· The aim statement can be rephrased more concisely.
· Key results should be reported with clearer quantitative or qualitative data where possible.
· The conclusion should highlight the broader implications for NPC diagnosis or therapy.
· Suggested improvement: Add 1–2 sentences on the major findings and their potential clinical relevance.
	



	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound and the methodology is acceptable. However, some sections require more detailed descriptions of experimental design, sample size justification, and statistical analyses to ensure reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, but a few additional recent studies (within the last 2–3 years) could be cited, especially regarding m6A regulation in head and neck cancers. Suggested areas:


· m6A methylation in epithelial cancers
· Emerging m6A regulators (e.g., METTL3, FTO, YTHDF family proteins) in tumor progression
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is understandable but requires minor editing for grammar, clarity, and sentence flow
	

	Optional/General comments
	
· Figures should be more clearly labeled, with higher resolution if possible.
· The discussion would benefit from stronger linkage between study findings and potential clinical applications.
· Limitations of the study should be more explicitly acknowledged.


The manuscript investigates the role of N6-methyladenosine (m6A) methylation in nasopharyngeal carcinoma (NPC), a cancer of high prevalence in endemic regions. This work is important because epigenetic modifications such as m6A are increasingly recognized as regulators of cancer biology, yet studies in NPC remain limited. The findings provide potential new insights into disease mechanisms, biomarkers, and therapeutic targets, thereby contributing valuable knowledge to the scientific community.

This manuscript holds importance for the scientific community because it addresses the role of m6A methylation in nasopharyngeal carcinoma, a disease with significant regional and global impact. By linking post-transcriptional modifications with NPC progression, the study contributes to the understanding of tumor biology and may aid in identifying novel diagnostic or therapeutic strategies. The study also expands the existing evidence base on RNA modifications in oncology, which is a rapidly developing research field.
The study is scientifically relevant and technically sound, with potential value to the oncology and epigenetics research communities. With minor improvements in abstract clarity, references,
and discussion, the manuscript will be suitable for publication.
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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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