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	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript is well written and have potential for application of complexes in biological world , and drug discovery. But the confirmation of complex require different other characterization of NMR , Mass spectroscopy to verify this compound . preparation of compound material method require exact amount specification , pH , temperature  concentration . therefore it is necessary to add above data .
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	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
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	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
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5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
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	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?

Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
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	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	This paper can be accepted with major revision some other characterization techniques must be added to verify compound because ftir only provide functional group. No specific detection of element is done by FTIR .
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