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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
Minor REVISION comments
Abstract
Abstract
What is the meaning of metfelhod (fourth line from bottom) ? Itis a lapse of pen
Introduction Introduction

| updated and added the last references
Line 16 - 17 - Many properties....... experiment. Should be supported by references.

Line 17 - 18 - In fact, ....... method. Should be supported by references. Results and discussion
all the results were evaluated and compared.

Results and discussion

The results are well represented, but there is a lack of discussion. For example, data from | In discussion section, | made evaluations.
Table 1-3, no discussion has been made on bond angles, bond lengths, Mulliken atomic
charges. References

Is there any different of data between all the method used. | added up-to-date references

Figures 3, 4 and 5 showed data collected in this research, but no discussion has been
made to that data.

Conclusion
Please simplified your conclusion.
Line 190 -191 - The calculated ....in Table 1 and 2. Should be in the results and discussion.

Line 195 - 196 - Heat ....Table 10. Should be in the results and discussion.

References
Please standardised format of writing references.
List of references showed that 50 % of the references are in the year below 2007.

| suggested that the author cite an article that up-to-date. (year 2007 -2018 about 70%)

Optional/General comments

Generally, the manuscript can be accepted after subjected for some major revision before it
can be published in a reputable scientific journal
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