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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
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Abstract: you should mention your background of research before the aim of study. And the last sentence of result in the
abstract is not clear. What do you want to report?

2. Introduction: the sentences “Propyl thiouracil and Triton X 100 are used in induction of hyperlipidaemia and Atorvastatin and
ascorbic acid serves as standard in our present study.” should be in the Material and Methods.

3. Introduction: the last paragraph need citation.

4. Material and Methods: what is the OECD guideline? It is not a common guideline so you must give some details.

5. Material and Methods: how many were rats used in Acute toxicity testing?

6. Material and Methods: how many were total rats used in your study? Why did you use 2 models for inducing
hyperlipidemia? Were the rats in these 2 groups the same ones?

7. Material and Methods: How did you get rats’ blood for serum total cholesterol in propylthiouracil induced hyperlipidemia
study? And duration time between inducing hyperlipidemia and blood drawing in this model was 6 hours, was not it? Why
was not 7 dasy as the other model?

8. How much was blood volume collected from retro orbital sinus puncture? Was it enough for all tests?

9. What methods and instruments did you used to analyse blood lipids?

10 How did you do the in vitro antioxidant assay? Did you study in atest tube? Any cell lines were used?

11 Overall, this manuscript should be re-written concisely and comprehensively.
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