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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

In-text reference 29 is missing Corrected

Method for molecular docking was not stated. The grid and center size parameter will ease

the effort of another researcher that may be interested in further investigation on Fabl.

Minor REVISION comments full name of Fabl will be preferred in the first sentence of the introduction, and then put Corrected

Fabl in bracket.

Log P not p Corrected

Refences in the list should be in proper styles required by this journal. Some contained Done

journal tile while other did not. Some have authors initials in front while others have it

inside.

There many tables under “Table 1”. The author should find a way to indicate them with a, b,

C....

Optional/General comments Noted

Other important revision (such as spacing, comma, and rephrase) are highlighted in yellow

in the manuscript.

The work provide new set of compounds that can bind to Fabl.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




