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

	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 addresses the urgent need for novel anticancer agents by exploring eugenol–triazole hybrids through a comprehensive in silico molecular docking approach. The study integrates natural product scaffolds with heterocyclic chemistry, which is highly relevant to modern medicinal chemistry and drug discovery. The multi-target docking strategy against key breast cancer proteins provides valuable insight into structure–activity relationships and potential lead compounds. Overall, the work contributes meaningful preliminary data that can support future experimental validation and drug development efforts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study.
No change is required.
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly presents the aim, methodology, results, and conclusion. However, the authors may consider adding:

The number of compounds screened. The name of the most promising derivative(s) with docking score values. A brief mention of key protein targets studied.

These additions would improve clarity and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. The methodology follows standard molecular docking protocols using validated software tools. Protein and ligand preparation steps are clearly described, and docking results are logically interpreted. The conclusions are consistent with the reported data. Minor improvements are required in presentation, formatting, and clarity rather than in scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include recent and relevant studies up to 2025. They appropriately cover natural products, triazole chemistry, breast cancer targets, and molecular docking methodologies. A few references are duplicated and should be removed or consolidated. Minor formatting corrections are also recommended.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, grammatical errors, inconsistent capitalization, and sentence structure issues are present throughout the manuscript. Professional English language editing is recommended before final acceptance.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Figure captions and numbering should be standardized and formatted consistently.

Some table headings and units require correction.

The discussion section is detailed but could be slightly condensed to improve readability.

Redundant explanations of docking concepts can be minimized.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified. This is a purely computational study and does not involve human or animal subjects.
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