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	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.


	- Acute lymphoblastic leukemia is the predominant malignancy identified in children, accounting for one-fourth of all pediatric malignancies.

- CAR T-cell treatment is a sophisticated immunotherapy for young patients with relapsed or refractory B-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemia that is unresponsive to conventional chemotherapy, it is a sophisticated immunotherapy for young patients with relapsed or refractory B-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemia that is unresponsive to conventional chemotherapy, and It has demonstrated encouraging high response rates but poses dangers, such as cytokine release syndrome and neurotoxicity, necessitating additional research to enhance long-term durability. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	- It's good, and I suggest we modify it to be like this:  CAR-T Cell Therapy in Pediatric Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia from Innovations to Continuing Challenges and Future Perspectives. 
	

	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.


	- It's good but doesn't have a research ending (there is no conclusion in the abstract), and in my opinion, an abstract is a succinct overview of a scientific publication, generally including 150–300 words, consisting of the study's purpose, methods, key findings, and conclusions.

- In this manuscript, the abstract should concentrate on rewriting the phrase, punctuation, and needs upgrading.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- It seems good, but the writing needs to be clearer, concentrating on sentence construction, phrasing, and grammar errors; it needs some correction, paraphrasing sentences, choosing a synonym for some words, correcting spelling, and some sentences need rewriting. 
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	- Yes, References are sufficient and recent
	

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


	- To some extent, following revisions to the language, phrase construction, and paraphrasing.
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