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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 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.


	This manuscript is important as it highlights the potential of Nigerian flora as a rich source of anticancer compounds, contributing to the growing field of natural product-based drug discovery. By reviewing existing research, it provides valuable insights into bioactive compounds that could lead to novel cancer therapies. This work bridges traditional medicinal knowledge with modern scientific approaches, encouraging further exploration and clinical development of plant-derived anticancer agents.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "A Review of Anticancer Active Compounds from Nigerian Flora" is clear and informative
	

	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.


	This abstract is clear and well-structured, but it can be slightly refined for conciseness, clarity, and impact. Here are some suggestions:
"Cancer is currently the leading cause of death worldwide, with the number of fatalities increasing each day."
Suggestion: "Cancer remains the leading global cause of death, with fatalities rising daily." 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the review is scientifically valid in its current form, with robust references and accurate phytochemical data.

However, it would benefit from more critical analysis of limitations, clinical trial evidence (if available) and better organization.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Since this is a review, I recommend including more references to enhance its comprehensiveness. The current count of 88 references may not be sufficient for a broad and well-rounded review. Additionally, I suggest prioritizing recent literature from at least the last decade while minimizing the use of outdated sources, such as those from 1996, 1982, and 1987, unless they are foundational or highly relevant. Ensured all references are peer-reviewed.
	

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


	Consistency and typing mistakes have.
1. "Ethnobotanical" - Sometimes misspelled as "Ethnobotanic" (in the introduction).

2. "Acronychia baueri" - Inconsistent spacing ("Acronychiabaueri" in one instance).

3. "Kaempferol" - Misspelled as "Kaempterol" in Figure 6 caption.

4. "Aloe barbadensis" - "Aleo barbadensis" in Figure 12 caption.

5. "Aloe emodin" - "Aleo emodin" in Figure 13 caption.

6. "Anacardium occidentale" - Inconsistent hyphenation ("Anacardiumoccidentale" in one instance).

7. "S-allylmercapto-L-cysteine" - Sometimes written as "S-allyl-mercapto-L-cysteine" (hyphenation inconsistency).

8. "Ellagic acid" - Misspelled as "Eliagic acid" in one instance.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. A table summarizing plant parts used, bioactive compounds, cancer types targeted, and mechanisms would enhance clarity.

2. Some compounds (e.g., alkaloids like cryptolepine) may have off-target toxicity.This should be addressed.

3. Ensure uniform formatting of chemical names (e.g., "S-allylcysteine" and "S-Allylcysteine").

4. Verify all figures and structures for accuracy.
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