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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.


	1. Ankylosing spondylitis is an etiological syndrome which often bears challenges in terms of disease diagnosis and detection, progression of the disease by stages and disease activity thereby delaying and complexing the treatment; highlights the clinical complexity of ankylosing spondylitis, emphasizing that the disease is not easy to diagnose or monitor, especially in its early stages.
2. It sets the rationale for advanced research, such as biomarker discovery (genetic or epigenetic), by showing current limitations in conventional clinical diagnosis.
3. It draws attention to diagnostic delay, which is a major problem in ankylosing spondylitis and directly affects treatment outcomes and long-term disability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	the title of the article 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.


	1. Key concepts such as HLA-B27 and epigenetic mechanisms are appropriately mentioned, but their relationships to disease pathogenesis should be explained more critically rather than descriptively.
2. the section provides a useful overview, but tighter organization and more focused discussion of diagnostic relevance would significantly improve its academic quality.
3. The topic is relevant and well-aligned with current research on ankylosing spondylitis; however, the introduction would benefit from clearer sentence structure and improved flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically is correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Abstract; Key concepts such as HLA-B27 and epigenetic mechanisms are appropriately mentioned, but their relationships to disease pathogenesis should be explained more critically rather than descriptively.
2. Some sections require references:

· TRANSCRIPTION AFFECTED BY DNA METHYLATION

· HISTONE MODIFICATION EFFECT

· NON CODING RNA CONTRIBUTING IN REGULATION

· DNA METHYLATION
· MHC HLA METHYLATION
· TCR PATHWAY GENES METHYLATION
· HLA B27 MISFOLDING LEADING TO ER STRESS
· SMALL DESCRIPTION OF METHOD

· MIR 27 a

· MiR17 5p

· NKILA
· TUG1
· RECENT FINDINGS ABOUT THE CORRELATION BETWEEN HLA-B27 AND ANKYLOSING SPONDYLITIS
3. Rewrite the name of miR and LncRNA properly.

4. Figures need references if taken from other papers.

5. Remove blue arrows from table 1.

6. Remove blue arrows from table 2.

7.  Remove blue arrows from table 3.

8.  Conclusion: 
· The section appropriately emphasizes translational potential, particularly in diagnosis, prognosis, and therapeutic targeting, which enhances the practical value of the work.

· Minor refinement in sentence structure and conciseness would further improve clarity and impact, but overall the conclusion is coherent, forward looking, and suitable for a scientific review article.
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