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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 manuscript comprehensively explores the role of exosomal shuttle RNAs (esRNAs) as diagnostic, prognostic and therapeutic tools, highlighting their potential in advancing precision medicine. By consolidating recent findings on exosomal biology, cargo sorting mechanisms and disease-specific RNA profiles, it provides valuable insights into their clinical applications across oncology, neurology, cardiovascular, metabolic and infectious diseases.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, It is clear and descriptive. 
	

	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.


	· Too descriptive in the beginning.
· Missing mention of current challenges and future perspectives.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-supported by current literature. The biology of exosome and pathways is accurately outlined and referenced within the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes an extensive list of references, covering both foundational studies and recent literature.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear English, but the language quality is not yet fully suitable without editing. 

· Typographical and spelling errors ( e.g., osteoarthiritis , esophegal , ascetic fluid , emzymes, tetrasapnins )
· Long sentences make them hard to follow. 

· Inconsistent formatting of gene/protein names (e.g., KRAS^G12D, BCL-2, PLK1).

· Phrases like “in fact,” “so called,” and “it indicates that” can be replaced with more formal scientific phrasing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract  is lengthy and  descriptive of basic exosome biology. The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, but some claims supported with specific trial references.  The reference list is extensive and up to date.  The manuscript contains long, wordy sentences, occasional grammatical errors, and repeated descriptions. Careful language editing is necessary to improve readability and scholarly tone. Standardization of gene/protein nomenclature is also recommended. While therapeutic potential is well described, limitations and challenges could be more prominently discussed to provide a balanced perspective.
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