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	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 a very good contribution for the scientific community because it shines a spotlight on natural compounds of curcumin, ATRA, and resveratrol, insinuating that these compounds can become a potential game-changers in breast cancer treatment. With breast cancer being such a widespread issue, the paper makes an exciting claim that phytochemicals might offer a less toxic alternative to the usual chemo drugs, which could mean better quality of life for patients


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is well suited for the work
	

	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.
	The abstract does a decent job summing things up. it covers the aims, methods, key results, and conclusions, which is what is expected. It’s nice that it mentions the specific pathways (PI3K and ERK) 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From what was seen, the manuscript looks scientifically sound, I didn’t spot any glaring errors, and the claims about potential therapeutic benefits seem reasonable given the data, though they’re rightly cautious about suggesting more in vitro and in vivo studies.
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	The references are mostly recent and look sufficient enough
	

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


	The English is good enough for a scholarly piece
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