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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
Abstract: Prefer the active voice to the passive voice; 
 
Introduction: we suggest to create one paragraph with a brief review of the 
biological aspects of Cupressus sempervirens ; 
 
Material and Methods: we suggest to define the site of plant origin, climate data, part 
of the plant used for the extracts. Lack of chemical characterization, solvent used to 
suspended to the solutions concentration used.  
 
Results and discussion: the graphs and the tables are not self explain. The 
histograms are not tridimentional. 
 
References: Please change the olds for new ones, e.g., Sukumar et al. (1991), Gad-
Allah, (1991), Engelmann, (1970),  
 
 
Ethical issue: 
 
The authors not show any number of agreement by ethical committee 

 
I agree with you in these comments and I had corrected most of it. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. 
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