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The manuscript

has been substantially improved. However, some corrections

remain to be made.

Thank you for your comment  s.
incorporated the following revisions in our manuscr

In accordance with your suggestions, we have

ipt:

In particular: 1. We have revised the statement in the Abstract to “The maximum activity of
1. Abstract. Results: The maximum activity of what? peroxidase”
2. Section 2.5. Removal of phenol. It would be suit  able to mention the reference to this 2. We have added the following references for measu  rement of phenol removal:
method. Also it is desirable to describe how to ove rcome the interference with nucleic Zhang et al, 2000 and Trinh et al, 2015.
acids (DNA and RNA at 260nm and 280nm) Concerning interference from nucleic acids, DNA and RNA extraction require the
3. Sections 3.1., 3.2, 3.3. It isrecommended to p lace first the text describing the results. use of phenol and chloroform as well as buffers of pH 8.0 and 4.5-5.0,
After that — figures. respectively. Our extraction buffer did not contain these components, the
4. Fig.2. The bar corresponded to 6 mM H202 could b e darker. At the present black and extraction of nucleic acids in large amounts was un likely. Furthermore, the
white version this bar is almost invisible. absorption spectrum of the diluted crude enzyme ext ract showed that the
5. Discussion part begins from Line 176. Itis desi  rable to make a separate section. maximum absorbance was at approximately 660 nm and that the absorbance
Otherwise, it is recommended to integrate the text with discussion to the 3.1., 3.2. and was fairly low at 270 nm. The absorbance spectrum o f a mixture containing
3.3., where it is attributable. buffer + enzyme extract + phenol showed a sharp pea  k at 270 nm. Hence, we
6. Figures 4 and 5 should contain the references (i n case these equations were found in concluded that we did not face interference from nu cleic acids. We have added
the literature) the following text in section 2.5: The absence of i  nterference by nucleic acids
was ascertained by measuring the spectra of the enz  yme extract in the absence
and presence of phenol.
3. According to your suggestion, the text precedes the figures in sections 3.1, 3.2
and 3.3.
4. Figure 2 has been modified as per your suggestio n
5. We have created a separate Discussion section fr  om Line 176 according to your
suggestion
6. According to your suggestion, the source [Mukher ji, 2012] of the equations
shown in Figures 4 and 5 have been mentioned. Ther  eference was mentioned in
the originally submitted manuscript. However, one o f the reviewers had
suggested that we remove the references from the le  gends of Figures 4 and 5 to
maintain consistency of form with the legends of ot her figures in the
manuscript.
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