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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 
High cancer morbidity indicates deficiency in the present 
cancer therapies. Plants are the best alternative for treating 
cancer. Several plants have been shown to be sources of 
therapeutically important agents. From this point of view, the 
study is valuable. 
 

Two treatment periods have been used. There i s no 

discussion about the results from this point of view. 

Rows 121-122: Please, explain. How the authors have 

chosen the criteria for cytotxicity? 

 

The overall comment regarding the 

manuscript is appreciated 

 
 
 
 
Discussed time depended effects in rows 163- 
174. 
 
 
A new reference added as reference number 63. 
Changed reference numbers after 63 accordingly 
 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Some grammar and technical errors should be corrected. 

Please, find more comments in the attachment. 

 

 

Technical and grammar correction were 

done as indicated in the manuscript file  
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