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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

The work shows the biological activities of novel 

analoges (1H-pyrrolo [2,3-b] pyridine) 7-azaindole.  

The manuscript is well written, and may contribute 

to a greater number of citations to the journal 

because it is relevant in the scientific field. However, 

it requires some adjustments. 

The work is well written, but the references are too 

old. The conclusion must be rephrased.  

It is the weakness of the job as it is vague. Better 

specify completion and does not cover it in general. 

What analog was more specific? What substance 

should be further investigated in vivo? 

 

 

The lattest references has been included. The 

conclusion has  been rephrased.  

 

 

The specific analog has been mentioned and 

the required substance has also been 

investigated in vivo. The needed adjustmens 

have also been made. The substance should 

be further investigated in vivo has been 

mentioned. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The references are very old. Please include more updated 

references. If possible add references from 2010. 

Reformulate the conclusion 

 

More updated references have been included 

from 2010. 

The conclusion has been reformulated 
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