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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. TABLE AND FIGURE PRESENTED FULL OF TEXT AND MORE
CLEARLY

DISCUSSION FIRST LINE SIMILER TO INTRODUCTION PART

IN DISCUSSION PART REFF. 14 NOT PROPER CITED WHY

IN YOUR STUDY WHAT IS ROLE OF MDA SPECIFY

In conclusion write to studycentric and further work openion on
the basis of presented study .
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First of all | appreciate all your comments and | would like to thank you
for your valuable comments that help us to improve the paper a lot; |
made the necessary adjustments to the article hoping manuscript gets
your admiration.
1.
2.

3.

TABLE AND FIGURES ARE REFORMED
DISCUSSION FIRST LINE REMOVED AND REFF 14
REFORMED.

THE ROLE OF MDA IS A CHEMICAL COMPOUND
MEASURES THE OXIDATION CAPACITY.
CONCLUSION IS REFORMED

Minor REVISION comments

1 check the spelling MDA
REE4 IN NOT PROPER ( PLEASE FOLLOW UNIFORMERTY TP APA System

Spilling of MDA is checked.
REE4 is reformed.

Optional/General comments

1. Follow the journal guideline for proper presentation of manuscript
2. Required native English language

The presentation of manuscript is reformed.
English language is revised.

PART 2:

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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