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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 
 

 
Abstract should be rephrased in results section. Solvents in trials not mentioned and 
acetone in only one statement used 
Introduction informative 
Materials and methods: 
1-The extraction modified method should be in one form, paragraph or diagram not both 
2- Parameter mentioned for the first time should be in full name followed by symbol  

Results: 

1-How can we describe table 6 after table 7? 

Figures and tables should be mentioned in the paragraph describing it at the mean time 
figures 7 and 8 represented without any description why? 

Discussion  

Poor in references and should be rephrased 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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