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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 
 

 

1. Please improve the English language throughout the manuscript. 

2. In compound 1, there are three aromatic protons only, how the author writes four 
aromatic protons? 

3. In compound 2, there are 8 aromatic protons only, how the author writes 9 
aromatic protons? 

4. Molecule structures were drawn in a very unprofessional way. 

5. Compounds 2-7, the author can use the general method for the synthesis of 
nitroquinoxaline Derivatives. 

6. Spaces between the words. 

7. There are some comments inside the attached file. 

 
 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
See the attached file. 
Compound 1 as an example. Correct these in the whole manuscript. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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