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Reviewer’s comment
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments
1.

Molecular docking is the study of how two or more molecular structures (e.g., drug
and enzyme or protein) fit together. Here it states gave the information of structure
of the compound.

2.

Experimental portion is very less.

3.

Actual working of Bax gene than Bcl-2 (experimentally) if given, one can easily
understand the content.

4.

Need to explain is anti-apoptotic activity clearly. Here stated it has anti apoptotic
activity, but didn’t explain how.

5.

“ H-bonding serves to alter binding affinity and therapeutic efficacy by stabilising
the ligand and the target site. The findings reveal a novel in silico method for
designing pharmacological leads at the hydrophobic centre of the ligand-protein
interphase. Based on the chemical environment at the ligand, target, and targetligand interphase, weak hydrogen bonds can be broken and substituted for another
type of bond (Parul et al., 2018).’’ Here which were the weak H bonds among the
formed H bonds is not shown
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