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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Mangroves hold significant importance in the scientific community due to their unique ecological functions, biodiversity, and roles in climate regulation and environmental protection. Mangroves reduce the impact of storm surges, tsunamis, and coastal erosion by stabilizing shorelines. Mangrove plants produce compounds with antibacterial, antifungal, anticancer, and anti-inflammatory properties, sparking interest in pharmacological research. Studies on the biochemistry of mangroves have led to discoveries of unique secondary metabolites useful in biotechnology.
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	Yes but there is an addition and change. In the Aims part, it has to be ‘various mangrove plant parts’ instead of ‘various plant parts’. In methodology of abstract says ‘powdered with the help of a food processor’ which is not suitable with the sample preparation which says ’by pulverisation using mechanical blender’ and both are different. Also add ‘using’ before ‘hexane’ in methodology.
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