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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 

 

There are some missing points to understand this paper:  

@ How is it new or superior than Ref.[9]? 

 

@ How does the QMO calculation relate to Figure 1? 

 

 

 

 

 

@ No explanation for Figs.2-3 and Table 2-3 in the text. 

 

 

@ Six lines in Fig.1, but only three cases are shown in  

Table 1. 

 

 

@ Is the solvent effect considered in that calculation?  

 

 

 

@ What is the Russian letters in the result section? 

 

 

 

Everything was corrected. 

 

According to Figure 1 the first model of 

papaverine was constructed? Then was done the 

quantum chemical calculation, from which was 

defined the maximum charge on the hydrogen’s 

atom 

 

In the text of manuscript were carried the 

discussions of figures and tables.  

 

In table one was shown three chances for both 

concentrations 0.5 mg/100 ml и 2.0 mg /100 ml., 

so on the spectrum of Figure there are six lines  

 

The Influence of solvent in the calculations were 

not taken into consideration. Calculation was 

done in gaseous phase. 

 

Thank you. Everything was corrected. 

 

 
 


