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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
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Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Language quality need to be improved 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. References for PDB and Autodock is required. 
2. Version of the auto dock is required 
3. How visualization of the binding pose done ? Which software used for the 
same. 
4. References are not uniform 
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