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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.


	The manuscript systematically evaluates 4-hydroxy-3-methoxycinnamic acid derivatives through Lipinski’s rule of five, Molinspiration bioactivity prediction, Pre-ADMET profiling, and molecular docking against KRAS mutant protein as a target related to lung cancer. The computational methodology is correct and fits well with how drugs are discovered in the early stages. The findings indicate that several variants exhibit advantageous physicochemical characteristics and significant docking interactions with the chosen target.

However, several parts need to be made clearer and better, especially the meaning of toxicity predictions, the methods used in molecular docking, and the quality of the language. Fixing these small problems will make the manuscript clearer and better overall.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES
	

	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.


	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The computational tools used are normal and good for first screening. To make the science stronger, it is suggested that the explanation of docking approach and the interpretation of ADMET outputs be improved slightly.
	

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

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


	The document is easy to understand, however it has grammar and spelling mistakes. It is recommended to do light language editing to make the text easier to read and seem better.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Toxicity interpretation must be corrected throughout the manuscript

· Docking protocol should include validation (redocking, RMSD, grid details)

· Overstated drug-candidate claims should be moderated

· Structure–activity relationship (SAR) analysis should be included

· English language and formatting need thorough revision
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