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	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 study demonstrates the importance of integrated in silico methods in identifying promising plant-derived anticancer lead compounds efficiently.
The discovery of AA11 with binding affinity comparable to a standard drug highlights the potential of modified gallic acid derivatives in targeted cancer therapy.
Overall, the work provides a valuable computational framework to guide future experimental anticancer drug development.
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	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and clearly summarizes the aim, methodology, key findings, and significance of the study


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct in its overall approach. The study follows a well-established computational drug-discovery workflow, integrating phytochemical selection, molecular docking, and in silico ADMET prediction, which is appropriate for early-stage anticancer lead identification. The use of recognized tools such as Molegro Virtual Docker, Molinspiration, and PreADMET, along with comparison to a standard drug (adriamycin), supports the scientific validity of the results
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