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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 

 

The corrections were made in the manuscript, which 

is attached. The corrections are highlighted in yellow 

and comments are in the balloons. 

 

line 12 -page 1 – “The DPPH for .... to 28.26%...” This 

% refers to antioxidant activity or % of DPPH? 

Improve the wording. 

 

Lines 74, 80 and 86 – pages 4 and 5: I think the Table 

1 and Figures 1 and 3 are not necessary. 

 

Line 129 - page 7 - The authors could compare the 

antioxidant activity of different extracts (fruit and 

stem). They could even compare the antioxidant 

activity evaluated by two different tests. 

Corrections have been made. 
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