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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

In introduction section, page 2, Table 1: Avicennia 

officinails should be corrected as Avicennia 

officinalis 

 

In abstract, authors written total 120 mangrove 

extracts but in results they written total 116 extracts. 

Which is true? 

 

Discussion is insufficient.  Authors did’nt remark 

phytochemicals in extracts that cause cytotoxic 

effects in cells. There are researches on this subject. 

Authors should performed literature search again 

and re-arranged the discussion section.  

 

 
Corrected 
 
Corrected it as 116 
Since we did not test stem bark extracts of 
Phoenix paludosa deleted the space which were 
included in the manuscript 
 
 
 
Discussion is improved. Included following 
references in the discussion 
(53, 54, 67, 68, 69, and 70). Changes are 
indicated  in yellow colour 
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