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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

Minor REVISION comments This paper deals with the applications of Artemisia herba-alba plants, it is important for the
usage of these olants, so I support it to be published in the journal after minor revision.
1, in table 2, what means of the +  ++  +++, please describe them in the table note;
2, what is the ectraction method? Please described it in the experimen
Al section or giving a refrence;

Thank you so much for review my work
We have mean by (+   ++   +++): degree of the colour of indicator that using
in our work
We will add this part in method.

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)


