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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

In the present manuscript authors perform a review of 

the wide variety of applications of Opintia sp. cactus, 

including human food and animal feed, agriculture, 

medicine, pharmaceutical and cosmetic industries, and 

even as insecticide agent. In general, the manuscript is 

well written, providing the most important references 

about this issue. Minor revision. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

I suppose that values of organic compounds are 

expressed in a fresh weight basis and those of mineral 

composition in a dried weight basis. However this issue 

should be clarified in the revised manuscript. 

I suggest moving “Animal Feed” section to the first place 

in section 5 and after that writing “Human Food” and 

“Health and Medicine” sections. 

References 75 and 76 are not cited in the text. 
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