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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The results of my review are: 

Line 29: adsorption of (on) the metal surface 

Line 47: Shift (Schiff) bases 

Line 48-53: It's a very long and difficult sentence to understand. And there are too many “at”. It 

should be revised. 

Line 131-133: The Sentences must be revised. 

Line 171-174: The Sentences must be revised. 

Line 174: HDDH show (shows) 

Line 180: in Fig. 2. Table 1. After the table or fig, the points must be removed throughout the 

manuscript. 

Line 209: has (have) 

Line 210,249, 256 and 295 shows (show) 

Line 219: involves (involve) 

Line 222, 314 and 316: is (are) 

Line 236: was (were) 

Line 255-256: the sentences must be checked as meaning” the smaller the ΔE value is, the greater 

is the reactivity of a molecule”. 

I would recommend to the authors that the whole manuscript should be re-checked as 

grammar. 

As a result, the manuscript can be considered for publication.. But if more molecules were 

studied in this study, it would be possible to compare the properties of the molecules among 

themselves. So the results would be more meaningful. 
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