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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

1- Sentences which are between 54 and 76 rows should
be rewritten because there are many similarity between
literature and this part (Mohsen Dolatabadi at all
Prediction of antibacterial activity of pleuromutilin
derivatives by genetic algorithm-multiple linear
regression (GA-MLR), Monatshefte fiir Chemie 2010, 141,
5, pp 577-588 and Jignesh Mungalpara at all. Molecular
modelling and QSAR analysis of some structurally diverse
N-type calcium channel blockers, Journal of Molecular
Modeling, 2010, 16, 4, pp 629-644)

Ethical Issue: There isn't any ethical issue

Minor REVISION comments

1- Line 93 and Line 94 should be combined.

2. Structures of the molecules in Table 1 should be drawn
more smoothly. Some numbers were written on the
shape of the molecules. Please see Fig C and Fig D.

3. If the compound hasn't functional group, there is no
need to write functional group in the table. Please see Fig
C and Fig D, there isn’t R3.

4. Line 122, “Descriptors were calculated using the
Spartan” if written, “Descriptors were calculated by using

the Spartan” it will be beter

5. Table 5 should be rearranged more smoothly
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6. Line 224 written “ in table 4” if written, “ in Table 4” it
will be beter

7. Line 327 written “GFA-MLR model are listed in (Table
5)”, if written, “GFA-MLR model are listed in Table 5” it
will be beter

8. Line 387 written “The aim of the present work was
developing a QSAR study and predicting the anti-HIV” if
written, “The aim of the present work was to develop a
QSAR study and to predict the anti-HIV” it will be beter

9. Writing of the references should be rearranged in a
single form: see line 400 ref 2, line 412 ref 6 and line 459
ref 21

Optional /General comments

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Yahya Nural

Department, University & Country

Department of Chemistry, Mersin University, Turkey

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




