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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 1-The correct genus name of the first tested seaweed is“Cystoseira” not “Cystoseria”.2- Only one solvent (ethanol) is mentioned in thematerials and methods section, but, two types of extractsas ethanolic and aqueous extracts are presented in thetable 1. So, the method of extraction with water must bewritten in the materials and methods section.
Minor REVISION comments It seems that one word (inhibitors or the other word) isomitted in the line 68.“.. the most active inhibitors? Against…”
Optional/General comments It should be better to use units for the presented data inthe table 1.
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