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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The manuscript is well documented, but I have big 

problem with the method they used for antibacterial 

activity. Agar diffusion method is not so useful. There 

is no MIC. 

 

 

The reported method by Okeke et al. is a well-

known method used for measurement of 

antibacterial activity. In this paper, preliminary 

activity of a single derivative is reported. 

Keeping in view, the importance of thiazole class, 

method will be improved or may be changed to 

evaluate compounds efficacy as well as their 

MIC. 
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Authors did not follow the instructions regarding 
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All the references have been re-written 

according to the journal’s style. 
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Even manuscript is well documented I don’t think that it 

could be accepted as original paper. I think that it could 

be accepted only as short communication. 

 

 

As we are reporting one compound only, but for 

further studies it can be accepted as 

communication. We are happy with the 

reviewer’s decision. 

 

 

 

 


