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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Figure 1 must be prepared again. It should not copy and paste. 
In section 2.2 antioxidant assay; antioxidant capacity part should be given for each method 
separately with supporting literature. Thus, what exactly is expressed can be better 
understood 
In section 2.4.3.should be better explained and supported with the literature.  
Table 3 should be given on the text not after the references. 
 

1. Figure 1 has many shifting elements. The figure was inserted as a 
picture to avoid shifting shapes. 

2. All antioxidant assays are described in our previous MS (ref. 19-22]. 
The style of presentation was brief to keep within a 4000 word limit. 

3. Section 2.4.3 Is referenced (ref. 11]. Otherwise the content is due to 
our original work. 

4. Table 3 has been moved from the Appendix to line 164 

Optional/General comments 
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