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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 authors have reported simple synthesis route to 1-amidoalkyl-2-naphthols which has an greater usage in pharmaceuticals products. In their brief protocol, they have chosen differentially substituted aromatic aldehydes, β-naphthol and amide derivatives via multicomponent pathway in presence of aqueous solution of Zinc tetrafluoroborate (ZnBF4) in Ethanol as catalyst. And they have claimed that their protocol was simple and efficient.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article seems suitable
	

	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.


	The abstract section can be improved.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the scientific aspect of the manuscript was convincing to be published
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references are very old, authors can consider to replace them if recent publications available in relevance
	

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


	Yes, the English quality seems to need improvement, there are some grammatical mistakes and typographical errors available in manuscript. (i.e. Amidoalkyl naphthols is a class of organic compounds which exhibit peculiar structural aspects. Theses organic compounds bear amide nitrogen and the phenolic oxygen which are separated by three atoms or are placed at "1,3 positions" due to which these organic compounds are designated as "1,3-amino-oxygenated" one.) I suggest authors to carefully proofread the manuscript during the revision
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) The authors claim, amidoalkyl naphthols have peculiar structural properties. Author should explain the reason why they chose such and peculiar structure than simple alternates?
2) What was the expected self-life of the Amidoalkyl Naphthol synthesised? And is that comparable with the previously followed conventional techniques?

3) The authors claimed “When model reaction was performed in water, surprisingly no product was obtained even if the catalyst was found to be effective in water as per the other protocols”, they should explain the reason for such effect
4) In table 3, from entry 6 the author reported yield for 58 mins and later data again to 60 mins. They should explain the reason why they chose inconsistent reaction time for different catalyst concentration.
5) The authors mentioned “The electron donating substituents lowered the performance of aromatic aldehydes which is revealed in high reaction time” they should cite some relevant article to support their claim.
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