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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 manuscript is very poorly written. From introduction to 

conclusion, manuscript has just a calculative short note of calculation 

only. No discussion of thier calculations is present in the manuscipt. 

Some Major comments are here- 

1. Calculate HOMO-LUMO GAP and draw thier respective plots for 

reactivity of molecule 

 

The article is really remade. The discussion of 

results was added. HOMO-LUMO GAP is the subject 

of our further investigations 

 2. ReWrite introduction with more appropriate references. 

 

3. Discussion part is missing in the manuscript. Add appropriate 

discussion of thier calculations. 

 

4. Conclusion should be written agian with the final outcomes of your 

work. 

 

Into the introduction was added the reference. 

 

Discussion part was added 

 

 

In the conclusion was included the final outcomes 

of the work 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Check references again carefully 

 

Change the title of manuscript. Write appropriate title in minimum words 

which shows ur whole work in one line. 

Carefully the references were checked 

 

The title of manuscript we have changed 

 


