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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. All corrections indicated by the reviewer in the manuscript were made
(rephrasing and rewriting sentences).
2. We used the word “ethanol” to indicate the solvent, while when using
“ethanolic” it is usually associated with extract (unified over the manuscript).
Please see attached file with tract changes/comments 3. We also added several sentences to the conclusion.
4. In our first draft and in the reference part, we used the NLM catalog to

write the abbreviations of the journals and references, but we wrote the
“whole” names of the journal as per your request (Write out!). Additionally, the
form of all references was unified as per the requirements of the EJMP.

5. Polyphenols was corrected to phenolics.

I hope that these corrections are suitable and enough for our manuscript to be
considered for publication at your esteemed journal.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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