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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. Section of “discussion”, paragraph 3 regarding Table 2, figure 6 : Discussion  refers 

the value of percentage inhibition are 0.16%,0.28%,0.42%,0.58%,0.73 but in actual  

table the value of percentage of inhibition are 0.06%,0.15%,0.20%,0.24%,0.31 

2. Equation on page 5 is not readable. Also, equation should be numbered 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

1) Conclusion  is an independent topic and should not be included in ABSTRACT 

2) Any short form used first time, should have full form and into bracket full form (EG – 

DPPDH, BHT) 

3) Citations referred in paper should be like [x]. Not with (x). (Change of bracket type) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

1) Multiple citations at one place should be shown as [x-y]. Example:  
(23,25)(26,27)(28,29)(30,31)(32–34)(35–44) should be shown as [23,25-34] 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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