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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes. The topic is much important for cancer research studies as it addresses a critical
aspect of cancer care and prevention.

The title is well suited for the content.

The abstract clearly summarizes the content of the article with good key words.

Yes But few subsection titles can be rephrased like
Screening for Suitable Cancer Drugs in Myelodysplastic Syndrome (MDS)

Yes. But few sentences can be rephrased like

"We knew that the human body generated metabolites with DIs and DHIs activity." instead of

We were aware that human body produced metabolites active as DIs and DHIs [5, 10, 11]. DIs and
DHls are hydrophobic metabolites that can be retained by C18 and recovered by 80% methanol.

Reference 40 is repeated with same concept in 2 places which can be removed

Cancer is caused by wound unhealing dur to the collapse of chemo-surveillance. The
concept of cancer as wound unhealing was first introduced by the great German scientist
Virchow in the 19" century [597.

Author can check and paraphrase the concept

Minor REVISION comments

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