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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. Please correct the DPPH as 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl in sec 2.1, paragraph 2 

 
2. Author has not clearly explain the chemistry behind the activity of these extracts : 

Magnolia officinalis, Rheum officinale, Psoralea corylifolia and Radix 
Bupleuri. In addtion, Rheum laciniatum, Chrysanthemum morifolium, 
Magnolia officinalis and Salvia miltiorrhiza 
 

3. Influence of phenolic contents on the antioxidant activity is not clearly mentioned 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The whole manuscript has to be revised with proper grammatical correction 
 
The author need to correct some minor correction in references, Uniformity has to 
maintained 

 

Optional/General 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) 
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