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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

• The manuscript is significantly better than the first version. Obviously a 
chemist wrote the manuscript. 

• Move scheme 1 because it is placed in the middle of the experimental 
section without obvious reason. 

• Although the scientific writing is now obvious, the English writing is still 
very poor. The manuscript needs a lot of improvements in grammar. 

• Please make antibacterial testing of your compounds and include results in 
the manuscript. 

• The reference is not in unified style and they are not in compliance with this 
journal style. 

 

• Typing correction (examples, please make similar correction throughout all 
manuscript 

- 1,1g correct to 1.1 g. 
- (0, 0047 mole) to (0.0046 mol). 
- Ethylacetate to ethyl acetate. 
- Yields: 1.8g. 78.3%;  to Yield: 1.8g, 78.3%; 
-  Please correct the following sentence because it is not understood: It was 

received white crystals of 2-…. 
- Wrong grammar: In our earlier studies were successfully obtained tetracyclic 

systems based on benzimidazole/benzotriazole and benzo-thiophene. 
- Wrong word: o-diamine. 
- Not understood sentence: Imidazole cycle annelate location depends on amino-

groups configuration in diamines. 
- Wrong Chemical Name: 2.3 –diaminodibenzothiophene – 5.5 – dioxide 
- Sentence is not understood: As an initial compounds in both cases was taken 

dibenzothiophene (1). 
- Many mistakes repeated. I cannot continue listing them. Please make extensive 

correction throughout manuscript. 
 

 

 


