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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 
 

There are perhaps potentially useful data presented, but they are not focussed upon. 
For example, the IC50s in Table I indicate that Molecule C, with the lowest IC50, was 
the most potent anti-cancer agent of the 8 Molecules studied. But this finding was 
neither explained nor pursued.  
 
If possible, the manuscript should be re-written with a useful focus and conclusion 
in mind– if the actual data make that possible. The manuscript is interesting and may 
provide the basis of a good paper, provided that the data are analysed and 
presented more systematically. 
 
 

The manuscript have been re-written as prescribed by the reviewer. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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