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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. Because “DPPH” is not a common abbreviation, you should give its full name in the 
abstract. 

2. The results in table 2 and figures 2 and 3 are the same; just one of them should be 
reported. Likewise, the results in table 3 and figure 4 are the same, you should pick one 
to report. 

3.  You should give the equation you used to calculate IC50. 
4. It is quite unusual to have a negative value of IC50, you should explain why you got 2 

negative IC50 in the table 3 and figure 4. 
 

We are very grateful for the reviews provided by the editors of this manuscript. 
The comments are encouraging and the reviewers appear to share our 
judgement that this study and its results are important. Please see below, in 
bold, our detail, response to comments. All page numbers refers to the 
manuscript file with tracked changes. 

1. Noted and it was included. Refer to page 1. 
2. Noted, they were eliminated 
3. The IC50 was calculated using excel, and the equation used is 

linear  equation Y= mx + c 
4. Noted and it was corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
There is no any ethical issue in this manuscript. 
 

 


