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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	In this article, the authors describe the synthesis of novel substituted phenyl furan/thiophenyl-tetrahydronaphtho triazoles and their chemical and physical characteristics. The paper is of interest to the scientific community, as the biological activities of these compounds were also investigated, including antimicrobial, antioxidant, and anticancer properties. This suggests that compounds with similar structures may have potential applications in medicine, while these findings also broaden the knowledge base on biological activity and contribute to understanding structure–activity relationships for related analogues.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is 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 of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically, correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The text of the article contains many spelling mistakes, such as “aryltetrahydronaphthalenes” instead of “aryl tetrahydronaphthalenes”, “higer” instead of “higher”, “favorable” instead of “favourable”, and so on. I recommend carefully rereading the entire article and correcting these and other errors.

2. The names of microorganisms should be written in italics, particularly in the section Microbial test strains.

3. Please include the molar quantities of the substances used in the synthesis of compound 1.

4. In the synthesis of compound 1, you used silica gel column chromatography with a methanol–dichloromethane eluent. Please indicate the ratio of these two solvents.

5. You described the synthesis steps of compound 6 in detail. How how compounds 6a–6m were obtained? Please add a description of their synthesis in the methodology section.

6. In Table 2, Amphotericin B was used as a reference standard. However, according to the reported results, it shows no activity against the tested microorganisms. Why was it chosen for comparison?

7. Please add the FTIR and NMR spectra images for the studied compounds.


	


	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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