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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Ms IJBCRR 49343 can be accepted with some minor revision: 
- The authors generally describe the antioxidant effects of the mix of components extracted 
from the pumpkin, without indicating which one is more active. 
- How was the concentration of STZ used in the study identified? 
- Same consideration for the doses of pumpkin, seeds and mix of the two, administered 
daily. 
- The anti-oxidant factors have been assessed following protocols that have been 
superseded and with a high possibility of errors in the evaluation. The use of Kit Eilsa 
dedicated to each of the enzymes investigated in the study would make the investigation 
more precise. 
- The data derived from the microscopic investigation have been uniquely reported in the 
table without the actual provca of the execution of the test. 
_ The text is to be checked for the presence of numerous typing errors. 
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