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	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.


	In the manuscript, the authors synthesized ten new imidazo[1,2-a]pyridinyl-arylacrylonitriles  in efficient manner and screened their antifungal activity against candida parapsilosis fungal strain. Some of the titled compounds showed considerable antifungal activity.  The synthesis of the desired imidazopyridine derivatives was carried out by simple knoevenagel condensation pathway of imidazopyridines acetonitrile and aldehyde derivatives which can be obtained readily available starting materials. 
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	Even though the manuscript looks good, but the authors need to explain why chlorine substitution is taken on  imidazopyridine scaffold, why not fluorine (more bio-active). And the other thing, why they screened only anticandidal activity, why they have not tried for other fungal strains.                      Correct the table 1, MIC values, it should be 89.38 it is point (.) not (,)
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