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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	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.


	This manuscript reports the design and synthesis of new 6-chloroimidazo[1,2-a]pyridine derivatives with antifungal activity against Candida parapsilosis, a patogen that is very important and WHO-priority pathogen. With the increase in antifungal resistance and limited options in current therapy, The comprehensive structure–activity relationship (SAR) analysis done in this study provides a good opportunity for further exploitation in increasing the potency and selectivity.The research has promising potential for the discovery of an antifungal drug and solving an important public health issue.
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	Yes, the current title is appropriate 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract is complete and well organized, addressing the purpose, methods, findings, and conclusion well.

My suggestions: 

· Even though the target patogen, Candida parapsilosis is referred only later in the abstract, it would make the abstract more effective if mentioned earlier that this was the particular organism targeted in the research.    


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The synthetic methods are correct, characterization is sufficient, and the antifungal testing is valid. The SAR analysis is reasonable and well-supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and consist of some recent and appropriate studies, especially between 2021 and 2024. They properly substantiate the background, methodology, and discussion.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Acceptable, but the manuscript needs professional English editing for clarity and flow.
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