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	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 manuscript addresses an area of increasing relevance by placing infectious diseases and cancer within a shared epigenetic framework. By examining common regulatory mechanisms such as DNA methylation, histone modification, chromatin remodeling and non-coding RNAs, the review encourages cross-disciplinary thinking that is often lacking in disease-specific literature. The discussion on reversibility of epigenetic alterations strengthens the translational relevance, particularly in the context of host-directed therapies and combination treatment strategies. The article will be of interest to researchers working in oncology, immunology and infectious disease biology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is appropriate, specific and accurately reflects the scope and intent of the review. No alternative title is required.
	

	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 is clear and well-structured, covering the major themes of epigenetic regulation, host–pathogen interactions and cancer progression. The therapeutic angle is adequately emphasized. A minor improvement would be to briefly mention representative epigenetic drug classes already in clinical use to further strengthen the translational perspective. Otherwise, the abstract is suitable and within acceptable length.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and reflects current understanding of epigenetic mechanisms in both infectious diseases and cancer. The descriptions of DNA methylation, histone modifications, chromatin remodeling complexes and non-coding RNAs are accurate and supported by relevant literature. The connections drawn between epigenetic dysregulation, immune evasion, pathogen persistence, cancer stem cell plasticity and therapeutic resistance are logically presented. Minor typographical errors and a few inconsistencies in citation style should be corrected, but these do not affect the scientific integrity of the work.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is comprehensive and includes recent studies and authoritative reviews, with citations extending to 2024–2025. The references are appropriate for a review article of this scope. The authors may wish to double-check formatting consistency and confirm compliance with journal policy regarding preprint citations, if applicable.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and professional. Some sections contain long sentences and dense paragraphs that would benefit from minor editing to improve flow and readability. Overall, the manuscript meets the standards required for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables are informative and enhance the manuscript, though clearer legends and uniform formatting would improve presentation.

The conclusion summarizes the review effectively; adding a short section on future research directions or unresolved challenges may further strengthen the closing section.

The manuscript is well-organized and coherent, with a logical progression of ideas.

Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically robust and well-referenced. Minor revisions related to language polishing, formatting consistency and clarity will further improve the quality of the submission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are identified. The manuscript is a narrative review based on previously published literature and does not involve original experimental data.
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