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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.


	1. It employed CADD to screen a large database of compounds providing value for Tanimoto similarity index.
2. It concluded by supplying three new drug candidates for further validation in vitro and in vivo

3. It employed most AI toolbox available to the author to establish the robustness of this article to the scientific community.
4. This write up was done systemically and sincerely no requirement for mandatory correction.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is suitable in my opinion
	

	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.


	Its great the way it is written. The authors began by clearly stating the problem and what they did differently and then the results they obtained. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct as all the toolboxes open to the research was clearly stated in addition what was done and where it was obtained. 
It would be great if you included the structures of your selected pharmacophores and those of the three successful new drug candidates. This is in my opinion though.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is adequate 
	

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


	The English language is of suitable quality for this level of work.  I want to comment the great spelling and use of the correct terminology throughout the work. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors made my review process very easy by crossing all their ‘t’ and dotting all their “I”. 
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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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