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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

Authors have provided an extensive introduction regarding various aspects of
related to the anticancer properties of coumarins. However they did not elaborate
why an ester and amide derivative of coumarin were chosen for their study.

The compound numbering is problematic, according to the Scheme 1the comp 1is

1-3 different numbering has been used. Please address this issue.

The experimental procedure for the preparation of both the compounds along with
their spectral data must be included.

It is desirable to include data of a reference compound e.g. doxorubicin included in
Table 1.

Table 1: the uniti.e. ug/ml is missing.

2,4-dihydroxybenzaldehyde and comp-2 is the ester whereas in the text, Table 1, Fig.

Minor REVISION comments

Please mention if comp-2 is also known.
Fig 1-3: the X and Y axis should be defined properly.

Optional/General comments

The comp-1 is known and that turned out to be the most active compound.
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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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