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Minor REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript presents interesting results and I recommend it for publication after some 
minor revision, as follows below: 
 
In the abstract the authors explained that they used different computational basis set for 
calculate chemical properties and spectra. Please, in the abstract inform which method was 
the best. 
 
I recommend that the authors compare their results with those previously published in the 
follow paper: Medetalibeyoğlu H, Yüksek H. Gaussian calculations of novel 3-
(methyl/ethyl/n-propyl)-4-[3-ethoxy-4-(4-methoxybenzoxy)-benzylidenamino]-4,5-dihydro-
1H-1,2,4-triazol-5-ones Bulg. Chem. Com. 2017; 49(1),78–89. 
 
Is there not a range in the melting point showed in the line 76? 
 
Please, clarify in the manuscript if it is a novel compound or not. 
 
If there is a crystallographic data of the compound 3 previously published in the literature, 
compare the theoretical bond angles and bond lengths with the experimental data. 
 
In the UV-Vis results (Figure 3), please provide the experimental UV-Vis spectra. 
 
In the Figure 4, the HOMO representation comes first than LUMO representation. Please, 
represent the results in the Figure 4, as graphical with the y axis. 
 
Insert a discussion on the results presented in the Table 10 and Table 11. 
 
The language in this manuscript must be improved greatly with help of native speakers. 
 

 
 
 
I explained the best method after the results obtained.(in in the conclution 
section) 
 
 
I compared it with the previous publication (in the results and discussion 
section) 
 
 
I gave a range in the melting point in the orginal form. 
 
 
It is a novel compound because I told about it. 
 
There isn’t a crystallographic data of the compound 3  but I compared the 
theoretical bond angles and bond lengths with the experimental data in the 
literature,  
 I provided experimental UV-Vis spectra. I gave it in  Figure 3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
I changed in the language in this manuscript. 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 


