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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

1. There is insufficient evidence to confirm the identity of the compounds. 
While the 13C NMR spectra are necessary, it is not sufficient. The masses of 
the compounds that are given do not appear to be experimental 
measurements. This must be accompanied by experimental MS 
measurements, preferably high resolution.  

2. The authors should show the 13C NMR literature values for each compound 
alongside the experimental values.  

3. The identification of 15-pentadecanolide is tenuous if there is no MS 
measurement. There is a big overlap in the alkyl signals. For example, one 
might not be able to distinguish 15-pentadecanolide from 16-hexadecanolide 
through their 13C NMR. 

 

In this case, it is well know that about the know structures, it is  no 
necessary to establish the mass analysis once again. 
 
 
I took account all the corrections of the reviewers. 
 
I took account all the corrections of the reviewers. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 


