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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The topic is interesting but the manuscript is poorly organised and full of errors. There is gross carelessness in listing and citing of references as well as the reference style. There are many grammatical and spelling errors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The manuscript does not have an abstract
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Fair
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but poorly organised and full of erors
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	

Poor

	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Equations should be typed using appropriate software e. g. equation editor
2. There is a gross miss use of capital letters, bolding and spaces in the manuscript, check and correct throughout manuscript.
3. Threfeencing style in the introduction is different from other parts of the manuscript 
4. Harmonise line spacing in the whole document E.g first paragraph page 6 is single line spacing which the whole manuscript is generally 1.5 line spacing. 
5. Give full meaning of acronyms on first appearance e. g page 8 “CI” correct throughout manauscript
6. Number eqautions using a consistent format
7. Page 18 ; a scheme or figure should be used to describe hydrogen bonding and cited when needed not as presented  in lines 4 and 5 of the in page 18
8. The scheme on page 23 should be captioned as figure
9. The authors retsatrs the references all over from 1 in new chapters withoutout providing a reference list for the preceeding chapter, ensure this is consistent with the guide line.
10. Table III.18, 19 and in all other tables , Check spelling of “intensities”
11. A title shhould be provided for the image in Page 52
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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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