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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
It is very well-marked that this study is acceptable with minor revision and useful for publish 
in this journal.  
It may be an incremental contribution of the manuscript to the field. 
 
 
In addition to, please add some papers and you can use them in 4.4 Oxidative stress  
 
Please see below for papers. 
 
 
 Sevindik M. Investigation of Oxidant and Antioxidant Status of Edible Mushroom 
Clavariadelphus truncatus. Mantar Dergisi 2018:9(2):165-168. 
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Thank you for your relevant comments 

We have added some references in the section 4.4 Oxidative stress ([43], 

[42] [43] [46s] [49])  
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