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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.


	The importance of this manuscript to the scientific community lies in: Targeting tuberculosis bacteria and strains resistant to tuberculosis drugs by targeting the Pks13 responsible for the production of mycolic acids, which are an essential component of the cell wall of tuberculosis bacteria. It also helps in developing new treatments through bioinformatics, thus saving time, effort and cost compared to the traditional laboratory method. In addition, this manuscript provides thousands of benzofuran derivatives that can be used later by many researchers in experiments with other goals.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Identification of Novel Polyketide Synthase 13 of Mycobacterium tuberculosis Inhibitors: A modelling approach using the pharmacophore method -based virtual screening.
	

	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.


	Please summarize the introduction of the abstract in fewer sentences and write the numerical results and conclusions clearly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct, but there are some errors, including the limited of a sufficient scientific explanation for the results, in addition to the limited number of references for previous studies and linguistic and grammatical errors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are few references from recent years. Please add some more recent references.

There are references mentioned in the text that are not included in the References.

The documentation of references in the References is not uniform.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	There are many linguistic errors and grammatical mistakes and they need to be reviewed in terms of accuracy and style, as well as the use of academic scientific terms instead of colloquial words.
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	The research needs some general revisions, including rewording the language and style.

Please shorten conclusion brief.
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