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Regarding our published manuscript, unfortunately, during our proof
correction, we have overlooked a major mistake done by us. On close
look to the published manuscript, we have found out that Figure No- 6(ii)
a (XTT assay result of the control sample) has been given wrongly which
will give a negative impact to our manuscript as well as to the esteemed
journal. In our lab, we used to carry out a large number of the cyto-
toxicity assay against the different cell line including NIH 3T3 fibroblast
cell line using both XTT and MTT assay. Unintentionally we have jum-
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DOI of original article: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bcab.2018.09.013

bled up two control data acquired from MTT and XTT assay run over NIH
3T3 cell line. In the published manuscript we have given the control
result (Figure No- 6(ii)a) acquired from the MTT assay but not from the
XTT analysis which can be clearly understood from the color of the rest
of the sample (Figure No- 6(ii)b and Figure No-6(ii)c, blue in color). So in
this regards, we want to kindly request you to please allow us to change
the figure with an actual acquired figure from XTT analysis. We are at-
taching the right control image of XTT assay for your consideration.
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Figure 6: Correct image (want to include in the rectified version of Figure 6: Wrong image (currently present in the published manuscript)
the manuscript) The authors would like to apologize for any inconvenience caused.
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