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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

 
Yes  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript seems to be good in which the researcher talked about the use of neural 
networks and how to use them in chemistry. Vision and purpose are clear, as the summary 
fits with the title of the manuscript. In the introduction, the researcher provided a full 
explanation with praise for a good number of references. I recommend accepting the paper 
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