EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	1. Abstract. The results should be formulated more correctly. Specify the exact results!

2. Conclusion. There is no analysis of the data obtained. Fill in the assessment of the data obtained.

The manuscript does not contain a description of the results obtained.

Correction of comments will improve the quality of the manuscript and the interest of readers in it.
	1. Thank you for your insightful suggestion. We have revised the Abstract to include key quantified findings, specifically highlighting the best and least performing compounds in terms of solubility, LogP, TPSA, and bioavailability. These additions ensure clarity and highlight the scientific contribution. (Page 1, Abstract)
2. We appreciate this valuable feedback. The Conclusion has been thoroughly revised to include a concise yet critical assessment of the obtained data, identifying both strong and weak candidates and linking the physicochemical properties directly to therapeutic relevance. (Page X, Conclusion)
3. We acknowledge the reviewer’s comment regarding clarity in the results. While the manuscript included detailed tables and figures, we have now added a results summary section prior to the Discussion, clearly interpreting the performance of individual compounds based on numerical data. This addition improves readability and scientific utility.
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