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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

The study is a very good attempt, 

however, the report should be 

summarised to make it concise. 

 

A brief explanation of processes or 

approach would be vital to allow 

for further research activity 

I have streamlined the CONCLUSION and revised the last 

paragraph in the INTRODUCTION to clarify and 

summarize the actual approach to the design of these 

derivatives of meclofenamic and tolfenamic acid.  The 

“approach” to the study is condensed and presented in 

the last paragraph of the INTRODUCTION (lines 48 to 54) 

and the CONCLUSION.   There is a great amount of data 

and calculations that must be presented in any sort of 

analysis of this type.   The categories of derivatives (Class 

I isosteres, Class II isosteres, and Bioisosteres) MUST BE 

DIFFERENTIATED in order to have a distinction and full 

description of drug-likeness.  Providing full distinction 

will help readers understand the capabilities and 

potential of these derivatives that spring from 

meclofenamic and tolfenamic acid. 
Minor REVISION comments 
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