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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 

 
 
The article describes the synthesis 3,5-
disubstituted-1,2,4-oxadiazoles and their 
antibacterial properties. This is unfortunately a 
very poorly written article full of mistakes,and 
errors  
Some of the many examples of inadequacies: 
1.line 52: tetra-ethyl amine is it triethyl amine 
(TEA)? Few drops or what? 
2. Line 54: (2) should be (3) 
3.line 70: try ethyl amine is it triethyl amine? How 
many mols? 
4. line 59 &76: J is missing, etc 
5. Figure 1: all reaction conditions should put on 
the arrows PTSA, TEA is it Et3N or what? It is 
written one time is TEA and another Et3N, if it is 
the same please use either TEA or Et3N. 
6. Even more concerning is that the 
characterization of the compounds 5a-h is 
questionable; please provide copies from all 1H-
NMR and 13C-NMR for the products. 
7. The aromatic protons in Figure 3, I don’t know 
why isnot integrated????? 
8.  please rewrite ordering of the characterization 
of the compounds in accordance with the journal ( 
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for example: m.p, IR, HNMR, CNMR, CHN 
analyses, and finaly MS. 
9. number of the compounds in the text, and the 
experimental section should be written with bold. 
10. Optical rotation should be given since it is 
chiral compounds. 
11. Biology: The authors report the biological 
activity of the compounds in table 1. And table 2. 
The authors did not state the structural relationship 
and anti-microbial activity, I would recommend 
rewrite this part again.  
12. There are numerous grammar and spelling 
errors throughout the article. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

I would like to see the revised manuscript  before accept  

it, copies of NMR spectra 
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