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PART 1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 
 
 

 
It is well known that the reduction of hydrazobenzene occurs at potentials that are 500 mV 
lower than the potential of azobenzene reduction (Holleck et al., Electrochim. Acta 15 
(1970) 645.). In the present manuscript only one wave or peak can be observed. It can be 
ascribed to the reduction of sudan to hydrazosudan. So, in the scheme 2, on page 10, the 
reduction of hydrazosudan to amines should be omitted because it was not observed in this 
experiment. 

We have studied about similar compounds and techniques. We have 
added a lots of references about the work dependent on your 
suggestions 
Anodic peak was not observed all pH values Therefore, reduction  mechanism 
go on the amnine derivatives. 
 
The  authors thanks to Referee for their contrubites  
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