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	1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s feedback 

	Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	"Exploring the Anticancer Properties of Lectin Derived from Navicula sp. Microalgae in Saltpans"

This study presents an intriguing exploration into the biomedical applications of lectin, particularly its potential use as an anticancer agent against cervical cancer. The isolation and characterization of lectin from Navicula sp. is a valuable contribution to the field. However, there are several areas where the paper could benefit from major revisions:

1. The paper would benefit from a more detailed description of the methodology, particularly the purification and characterization processes of lectin from Navicula sp. Specifics about the techniques and procedures used would enhance the reproducibility of your results.

2. The study needs to clearly describe the experimental design, including control groups and the rationale behind them. This is essential to validate the results and conclusions drawn from the anticancer activity tests.

3. The manuscript lacks a detailed statistical analysis of the results. Providing statistical evidence to support the conclusions about the lectin's anticancer properties would strengthen the findings.

4. While the study focuses on the anticancer activity of lectin from Navicula sp., it would be beneficial to compare these findings with similar studies involving other microalgae. This comparison could provide a broader context and demonstrate the unique contributions of your research.

5. An exploration or discussion on the possible mechanism of action of the lectin on cancer cells would add depth to the study. Understanding how lectin interacts at a molecular level with cancer cells could provide valuable insights into its therapeutic potential.

6. The paper should discuss the potential clinical implications of these findings. How might the lectin from Navicula sp. be used in the treatment of cervical cancer? What are the challenges and opportunities in translating this research from the lab to clinical applications?

7. The conclusion section could be expanded to not only summarize the findings but also suggest future research directions. This might include further investigations into the lectin’s properties or its testing in different types of cancer models.

In summary, your manuscript presents an interesting study with significant potential implications in cancer research. Addressing these points will greatly enhance the quality and impact of your work. We look forward to your revised submission.


	

	Minor REVISION comments


	1. Some aspects of the methodology, particularly the lectin extraction process from Navicula sp., could be described in slightly more detail for the sake of clarity.

2. Consider including additional graphical representations or diagrams to illustrate the isolation process, experimental setup, or results. Visual aids can greatly enhance the reader's understanding of the process and findings.

3. Some technical terms and jargon may be unfamiliar to readers not specialized in this area. Brief definitions or explanations in footnotes or parentheses would be helpful.

4. While the results are clearly presented, adding a bit more detail on the statistical significance of your findings could strengthen this section.

5. A brief discussion of any limitations of your study would provide a balanced view and could suggest areas for future research.

6. A thorough proofread to correct any minor typographical or grammatical errors would polish the manuscript.

7. Ensure that the formatting of headings, subheadings, and citations is consistent throughout the manuscript.
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