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	PART  1: Comments


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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	Medicinal Plants  and its products have been grabing the attention of cancer researchers since long time. Centella Asiatica is one such plant and extensive research had been reported on this plant. I appreciate the efforts of authors for focussing on breast and ovarian cancers. This manuscript may help the upcoming researchers for their prior art search.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Title sounds simple and may not attract the readers
Suggested one: A NEW AREA FOR ANTICANCER LEADS: CENTELLA ASIATICA
CENTELLA ASIATICA: A FUTURE SCOPE OF ANTICANCER LEADS
	

	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.

	Abstract of the present chapter can be modified by the author without changing the core essence of it.
This comment is pertaining to grammer and professional language perspective.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Manuscript is scientifically implying the intensions of the authors, however many typographical errors (punctuation marks) were found, which may reduce the quality.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficint only, however reference style is not same in all  and suggested the authors to align the references as per chapter guidelines.
	

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

	
Overall quality is satisfactory but abstract and conclusion part language proficiency can be improvised.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
Nil

	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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