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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.- The Result and discussion aren’t developed extensively, the tables and figures Amended revision
aren’t fully described in text.

2.- The Discussion isn’t present in the text, they don’t compare the results with other
authors. Corrected
3.- The conclusion should be quantitative, in order with the results of the tables and
figures, supported by data.

4.- The conclusion hasn’t a perspective.

5.- The results of the IC5y need to show the statistic used and support it.

6.- In the introduction, some parts need support references

Minor REVISION comments

1.- Some words are used out of context.

2.- The name of some compounds is misspelled
3.- Some phases should change their wording
4.- The origin of the biological sample are wildlife or part of a commercial production? Who Done
can we know if the genetical variation of multiples samples affect the results?

Optional/General comments

Whit a strong statistical analysis, developing of the results presents on the tables and Done
figures, discussion of the results and support of the conclusion the work will transmit a clear
and strong message.
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