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Compulsory REVISION comments None

Minor REVISION comments 1. For the sake of clarity, please indicate the numberingat target molecule.2. Please use the same format, ex: “T”able 1 not “t”able1.3. Line 296. What does the (1990) mean?4. Line 309 to 313. The cytotoxic screening data do notmatch with Table 3, please check.(1) IC50 for 13a(2) IC50 for 4, 8, 15(3) IC 50 of 8 is 8.5 much better than 10a, whyauthors selected it as the inactive compound?5. Table 3. The IC50 data should be given as xx.x±SD
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Optional/General comments 1. Authors should provide full analytical data, such asmelting point, elemental analysis and HR Mass.2. I would suggest authors provide the NMR spectrumand full X‐ray data as supplemental information.
The melting points were mentioned in table 1.Full X-ray data has been sent, also some ofspectrum.


