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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

It is an interesting and very useful review.

In the Result section, it would be advisable to create a table with the 15 papers selected for the review and present
the following information in the columns: the title of the paper, authors, year of publication; study design; sample size;
results

The Discussion should deal with an analysis of the selected reviews in corroboration with other studies in the
literature. As the 15 papers were not highlighted in the text, readers cannot compare if they were analyzed in the
Discussion section or not.

References #23 and 24 deal with depression and anxiety, but not necessarily linked to cancer.

Reference #45 is adequate, however reference # 54 is outdated. Is the author sure that this reference is correct? Pls
check it.

The topmost choice for cancer treatments includes Bacopa monniera, Glycyrrhiza glabra, Ocimum sanctum,
Terminalia chebula, Elettaria cardamom, Hydrocotyle asiatica, Asparagus racemose, Nordostachys jatamansi, and
Tribulus terrestris [54].
54. Easwaran E. Three Upanishads: Isha, Mandukya, and Shvetashvatara. 1st ed. California: Nilgiri Press;
1973.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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