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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

et al., should be italic 
Annona muricata should be italic where ever it comes. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Figure 5 depicts histological features of the uterine sections in normal and EB-treated rats 
after oral treatment with MEAM (using H&E stains).  
 
Some sentence in present tense. Give past tense uniformly 
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