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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a comprehensive and up-to-date overview of s-trichlorotriazine (TCT) as a versatile and cost-effective reagent and catalyst in organic synthesis. By systematically compiling a wide range of TCT-mediated transformations, the review highlights its advantages in terms of mild reaction conditions, high efficiency, functional group tolerance, and reduced environmental impact. The work serves as a valuable reference for synthetic chemists seeking greener and more practical alternatives to traditional reagents. Moreover, it can stimulate further research into the development of novel TCT-based methodologies and applications in both academic and industrial chemistry.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title **“An Overview of Synthetic Applications of s-Trichlorotriazine”** is generally suitable, as it accurately reflects the review-type nature of the manuscript and its focus on the synthetic utility of *s*-trichlorotriazine (TCT).
	

	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 is generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the motivation, scope, However, the abstract could be further improved by **briefly specifying the main classes of reactions or applications covered in the review** (e.g., coupling reactions, rearrangements, functional group transformations, and multicomponent reactions). This would give readers a clearer picture of the breadth of the discussion. Additionally, minor repetition regarding the advantages of TCT could be reduced to make the abstract more concise. Including a short concluding sentence that explicitly states the value of the review as a reference for researchers in academic and industrial settings would further strengthen the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is **scientifically correct**. The chemical concepts, reaction mechanisms, and applications of *s*-trichlorotriazine (TCT) are presented accurately and are well supported by an extensive and relevant body of literature. The discussion of TCT reactivity, particularly its role in nucleophilic aromatic substitution, orthogonal chemoselectivity, and its use as both a reagent and a catalyst, is consistent with established principles of organic chemistry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the **references in the manuscript appear to be sufficient and relevant** to support the main topics discussed. They include foundational studies on *s*-trichlorotriazine (TCT) reactivity and a range of recent examples of TCT-mediated transformations, which help establish both historical context and current applications.
	

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


	The manuscript would **benefit from moderate language polishing**. There are several grammatical issues, repetitive sentence structures, and occasional awkward phrasing that affect readability. Minor corrections in verb tense, article usage, and sentence flow, along with improved consistency in scientific terms and formatting, would significantly enhance clarity and professionalism. A careful proofreading or revision by a native or professional scientific editor is therefore recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript presents a well-organized and informative review of *s*-trichlorotriazine (TCT), highlighting its versatility as both a reagent and catalyst in organic synthesis. The topic is timely and relevant, particularly in the context of developing efficient, cost-effective, and environmentally benign synthetic methodologies. The extensive collection of literature examples makes the review a useful reference for researchers in academic and industrial settings.

To further improve the manuscript, the authors are encouraged to enhance the clarity of presentation by refining the language, reducing redundancy, and, where appropriate, adding brief mechanistic insights or summary tables to help readers quickly compare different TCT-mediated transformations. With these minor revisions, the manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the field of synthetic and green organic chemistry.
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