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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.


	This manuscript is important because it develops a QSAR model that can predict anticancer activity of phthalocyanine derivatives, which helps researchers design new molecules without doing expensive lab experiments. The study uses computational descriptors and strong validation criteria, which increases the reliability of the model. It contributes to drug discovery by identifying which molecular features are most responsible for anticancer activity, helping future researchers focus on designing more effective compounds. The work adds value to the field of computational drug design and supports faster screening of potential anticancer molecules.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	ok
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.

The authors follow standard QSAR modeling procedures, including descriptor selection, regression analysis, internal and external validation (Tropsha criteria), and applicability domain assessment. The statistical indicators (R², Q², F-test) show good model performance, and results are logically interpreted based on the data. The conclusions are supported by the findings.
	

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

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


	The English used in the manuscript is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sentences are long and could be simplified to improve readability and flow. Minor proofreading is recommended to correct grammar, reduce repetition, and improve clarity, but overall the manuscript communicates the scientific content clearly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a clear and well-structured QSAR study with strong statistical support and proper validation criteria. The methodology is appropriate and follows standard QSAR modeling guidelines, making the findings reliable. The figures and tables are helpful, although some minor formatting improvements would enhance readability. The English language is understandable, but a light proofreading would improve clarity and reduce long sentences. Overall, this is a valuable contribution to computational drug design and could be accepted after minor revisions.
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