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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.


	Overall, this article contributes to the scientific community by highlighting both the biological and synthetic significance of substituted phenylfuran/thiophenyl-tetrahydronaphtho triazolone derivatives. The demonstrated antimicrobial and antioxidant activities suggest that these compounds hold strong potential as lead structures for future drug discovery and development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes. The title of the article is comprehensive, clear and easy to understand. But if article doesn’t explain anticancer properties, then remove this word from title
	

	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.


	Sentence structure need to b revised like “Also determination of the antioxidant and anti-microbial activity was carried out”. 
Results Should be more clear in abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       It’s promising yet it has some evidence gaps. Anticancer properties are not explained
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	References are sufficient but some references are too old to be included. like
W. D. Macrae and G. H. N. Towers, Phytochem., 23,1207 – 1220 (1984).
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	 English is quite good yet there is a need for improvement of sentence structure & extra use of comma should be avoided like “bacteria (8,9,10,11),.Chemically” 
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