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Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
These results could serve as a scientific base for the therapeutic use of Opuntia ficus-
indica L. species. They have completed the literature data with new information 
concerning their bioactivity. The purpose of the paper is accomplished. The results are well 
presented and interpreted. The results could serve as a scientific base for the other 
pharmacological determinations.The paper is written in according to the journal 
requirements. 
 
 

Thank very much for the reviewer comments. It is a great honour to get such 
positive feedback for our manuscript. 
So, regarding the reviewer comments, no correction needed for our 
manuscript 
 

 
 


