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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 authors present an interesting paper with interesting and 

important data. However, there are some concerns that need to be 

clarify (see comments below).  

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

Lines 100-101: describe the type of infections in which the C. procera is 

used. 

 

Line 149: Why didn´t you used modern techniques like HPLC-DAD or 

HPLC-DAD-UV-MS/MS? Please clarify this? 

 

Line 153: Is not normal using Tween 20. The normal procedure is using 

solvents like aqueous DMSO (Dimethyl sulfoxide) at different rates. 

Why did you used the Twee 20.  

Lines 171-190: Again, why did you used and old technique like TLC 

when it is a broad available more updated techniques like liquid 

chromatography? 

 Lines308-349: Since you detected 5 types of compounds in the 

extracts (Table 4) of C. procera, do you have any idea about what was 

the type of compound responsible for the observed bioactivity? Please 

comment this with justification. 
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