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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Given the potential of using computational simulations for treatment design, particularly for cancers, this publication represents a valuable study in the field of biological sciences, by establishing a mechanism of action that underscores the role of computational design in cancer treatment.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is appropriate and matches the content of the research.
	

	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.


	After reading the article, I noticed that the abstract was written very briefly, including the methodology, results, and conclusions, as well as the location of the research. It was written in paragraphs, which is inconsistent with the usual approach to writing abstracts for scientific research. Therefore, I hope the abstract is written clearly and comprehensively, accurately reflecting the essence of the work, avoiding irrelevant details, and focusing on the core concept and key conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While reading the manuscript, I noticed that the number of references used in the writing is not sufficient, and that the proportion of old references is somewhat large compared to modern ones. Therefore, I advise replacing some of the old references with newer ones and increasing their number, as many paragraphs were written without referring to the references that were relied upon in analyzing the results.
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	The writing language is good and suitable for scientific communication
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