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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 
 

The manuscript describes a new class of 1,3,4-thiadiazole derivatives. Why do the authors provide information about thiazoles 
and pyrazoles in Introduction? I suggest you change the entire Introduction chapter and review it with data on 1,3,4-thiadiazole 
compounds. 
Scheme 1 is missing. Scheme 1 and Scheme 2 are identical. 
2. Experimental and 3. Result and Discussion have an identical paragraph: 
“After this, an indole-3-carbaldehyde (1 mmol) is added. Mixing is continued for several minutes until to get  smooth paste. The 
crude semicarbazone separates out when cold water is added to the paste and then it is recrystallized from ethanol”. 
3.1. Spectral data 
The chemical names of derivatives 3a, 3b, 3c and 3d are incorrect. 
FT-IR spectra - the absorption bands for the groups C=N thiadiazole, C=N imine, NH indole ring, C-S thiadiazole, C=C aromatic 
are missing. 
There is a discrepancy between the compounds described in the Synthesis chapter (indole derivatives) and those described in 
the Experimental part (quinoline derivatives). The NMR and mass spectra are good evidences. The spectral charts in the 
images belong to quinoline derivatives and not to indole derivatives in the reaction scheme. 
13C-NMR spectra are not described, although the authors recall in conclusion and abstract that they characterized the 
compounds by C-NMR spectra. 
3.2. In vitro antioxidant screening 
What are compounds 4a, 4b, 4c and 4d (see the manuscript and Fig 3)? The standard ascorbic acid is not shown in Fig 3 – 
how did you compare its activity to thiadiazole derivatives? The text does not describe the concentration at which the 
compounds showed the antioxidant effect. 
In addition, please revise the English version of entire manuscript. There are many paragraphs that are very difficult to 
understand. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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