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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 main conclusions that cycas-induced oxidative stress and tissue injury are early
events leading to colorectal carcinogenesis (lines 34 and 35) and that Annona muricata
could be a therapeutic tool in the management and treatment of cancer (lines 429 and
430) are not substantiated by experimental data. 1. There is no direct evidence, either
morphological or biochemical, indicative of a real carcinogenic effect of cycas (the "early
events" would not necessarily lead to cancer). 2. There are data in the literature on
anticancer effects of Cycas revoluta cone extract (Bera et al. (2018) Nat Prod Res. 2018
Nov 10:1-5 doi: 10.1080/14786419.2018.1491039; Bera et al. (2018) Asian Journal of
Pharmaceutical and Clinical Research, Vol. 11, no. 5, 120-3,
doi:10.22159/ajpcr.2018.v11i5.24126).
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