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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The authors in your conclusion present the vegetable extract as a new weapon 
against cancer. However, there are several species of substances present in the 
extract, somehow the flavonoids are anti-inflammatory and other as the Saponins 
are pro-inflammatory. Many mushroom extract studies present results corroborate 
with the idea that only natural extracts cannot eliminate tumours. The addition of 
new therapies to conventional therapies, are the ones that present the best results. 
Would this extract an action of combating tumours in isolation?  Can you abandon 
the traditional forms in the treatments of tumours? I think the results are promising, 
but the conclusion is precipitated 
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