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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Ms AJBGMB 50494 can be accepted with some minor revisions: 
- the methodology used by the authors, CUPRAC assay is certainly a valid analytical 
method, but not from a complete view of the functionality of the anti-oxidant state that is 
affected by oxidative stress. The assay of SOD, GPx, GSH enzymes would give 
completeness to the presented investigation. 
the lipid peroxidation index obtained as the ratio of MDA: TAC could return non-real 
values, the authors could consider the dosage of isoprostanes as a quantifiable indication 
of the LPI data. 
- In the evaluation of stressors the authors excluded smoking patients, it is known that 
smoking induces oxidative stress to an equal or greater extent than alcohol consumption 
- The correction of some typing errors is necessary. 
- the bibliography must be integrated with more recent publications. 
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