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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 have conducted a review on interesting topic of antitumor potential of
antimicrobials. But there are several deficiencies in the manuscript as listed below:
1. Abstract — Only the last two sentences of abstract are related to the topic and the
rest of it is giving general information about HCC which is not required. Instead, two
sentences should be on HCC and rest about the antitumor potential of
antimicrobials.

2. Please add reference to this statement ‘Moreover, cytotoxic analysis revealed that
HepG2 treated with clarithromycin showed cytotoxicity of 24%, 23%, 28% and 29% at
concentrations of 5, 12.5, 25 and 50 pgm/ml respectively, while azithromycin at the
concentration of 50ugm/ml showed 29%.’

3. A table should be added highlighting the main in vitro, in vivo effects of each drug
and whether any clinical trial is under process.

4. The authors should provide their opinion regarding the future directions in which
the research should go so as to develop a potent drug against HCC.

ANSWERS TO THE COMMENTS:

1. I have made amendments in abstract as per your advice. (highlighted)

2. Reference has been added. (highlighted)

3. To the best of our knowledge data is very scarce regarding in vivo studies
and clinical trials done in the favor of antimicrobials for their anticancer
effects. So, it is not possible for us to present any related data in tabular form.

4. Incorporated. (highlighted)

We have corrected the manuscript

Minor REVISION comments

Language editing by professional English-speaking personnel.

Optional/General comments
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