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Compulsory REVISION comments There are some important conceptual incongruencies that must be observed. | agree with all the reviewer's comments and have corrected the affected areas

A hexane extract is not an essential oil. accordingly.

All over the work, doses must have their unities.
Abbreviations should be included only after a first explanation on their meaning.

The main result, the chemical analysis, is inconsistent. Several substances
described are synthetic, not present in natural extracts, residual plasticizers from
solvents and inappropriate techniques in laboratory such as phthalic acid
derivatives, or residuals from hexane extraction, such as xylene and decane. The
main error at the discussion should be this one: to assert that synthetic substances,
including organophosphorus substances, are natural and the active substances
from a natural oil.
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