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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

The research work clearly explained the antioxidant activity on the leaves of Azadirachta
indica by using DPPH,FRAP and NO methods. The results of the anti-radical activity on
the radical DPPH. show that at all concentrations tested, the two extracts have antioxidant
activity and they are able to trapping the radical DPPH" The highest activity is observed at
the concentration of 200 mcg / ml with a percentage inhibition of 97.95 + 0.17% for both
extracts. The results of FRAP method show that the two extracts of Azadirachta indica
have a Fe** reducing activity at Fe®" at the concentrations tested and fixing the NO radical
remains low for both extracts as inhibition percentages do not reach 50%. The antioxidant
activity present in both extracts of Azadirachta indica could be related to its chemical
composition including flavonoids, polyphenols and tannins. So the research work proved
the anti oxidant potential of the Azadirachta indica and its pharmacological importance.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The paper is recommended for publication
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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