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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 
 

 
Wide temperature interval for this experiment! Extraction changes a lot with T.  
ABTS radical scavenging activity equation should be check. Parenthesis are missed.  
The first sentence in Results part has the same information that Table 1. 
2.5 and 2.6 experiments were made only once?  
Inhibition concentration of Ascorbic acid for DPPH and for ABTS are not in Table 2. (Page 
8, first paragraph)  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Numbers and units should be separated. 
Etc. is not a suitable word to be used in a scientific article. You can use and fibers, among 
others. 
Gram us written as g. 
M is not defined in the International Unit System. It is mol/L 
Normally an equation number citation is used instead of the word formula 
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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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