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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
importance this manuscript for scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The research work focuses on discovering potential of the intended herb for anticancer activity 
limited to insilico studies which can further be explored & justified with invitro & invivo analysis 
making it crucial for the scientific enthusiasts to elicit new developments in cancer treatments. 
The manuscript is quite informative if its scope is explored in depth. 

 

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

 

The title can be rephrased with more appropriatness. Suggested one 
“Molecular docking, ADMET & DFT predictions of Cinnamomum zylanicum for prostate 
cancer inhibition”. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points 
in this section? Please write your suggestions 
here. 

 

The abstract could be more comprehensive by shortening the methodology & addressing 
the problem statement along with comparison of previous studies for more detailing. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The structure of manuscript should be redesigned with primary focus on tables & figures. 
Spellings of scientific terms should be corrected. 

 

Please write few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust 
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences 
may be required for this part. 

As insilico predictions are widely utilized for preliminary analysis of compounds for their 
biological activity which complies with the scientific discoveries. Thus this article gives 
insights onto the potential of plant herb against prostate cancer with informative data which 
scientifically becomes acceptable. Hence, the work shows robustness & technicality to an 
extent. 

 

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

References should be reframed in compliance with the format given by the journal.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The article is readable with clear understanding of the language but the terms should be rechecked for 
spellings.   
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The comments have been mentioned in the article for correctness at several sections to look out for & 
content should be refined wherever possible for its presentation.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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