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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Dear Author/authors,

The topic which you have chosen is a wonderful one, but it needs a major revision, |
have already added the comments along with the manuscript. As per me, | have few
additional comments and suggestions as follows:

There is no clear background of genome editing technologies mentioned.

A suggested idea about the flow which should start with

What is genome editing technologies

Brief introduction of these technologies before CRISPR

Why they are not better than CRISPR?

Main reason why CRISPR is famous, include strong points in its favour

scientifically and not philosophically.

e. Connect it with the work you want to explain, a brief about why other gene
editing tools fail?

4.In the conclusion, rewrite it and include future perspectives, so that the reader

oo whE

Please create a connection ad flow within the essay, delete the random lines.

gets
interested and tends to think what can be done more in this area. Please don’t
use |
in conclusion.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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