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Compulsory 
REVISION 
comments 
 

Line 26: In the introduction cite the properties and use abo ut Hydrilla 
verticillata. 
Line 33: After of the word cancer must be put the r eference 7. 
Line 53: The capillary column has 30 m (put the m) and 0.25 of film 
thickness. 
Line 55: The flow rate has such a fine adjustment . ... with 3 decimals? 
Line 65: Explain better...If you must have 1 peak f or each compound 
why did you have percentage? In relation what? If t his analyse is 
qualitative don't need %. 
Line 109: 9-12 must be superscript. 
Line 126: Table 1: What is the match Factor ?? What  are the most 
important characteristic ions? Where are the spectr a references? 
Even NIST library needs to be verified by running r eference materials 
to confirm spectrum. How were solved the overlappin g and the lack of 
resolution between compounds? 
Line 124: None consideration was given about the co mposition of the 
plant in polluted and unpolluted water. Discuss the  differences. 
Line 129: Figure 1: Peaks are broader and the chrom atogram has poor 
chromatographic resolution, then the chromatographi cs conditions 
must be improve. Was any deconvolution software use d, which one? 
How were the compounds separated? 
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I don’t know the software. The experiment 
was done in  one lab and got the values 
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