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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 
 

The authors provide us very useful information which was evaluated the effects of crude aqueous extract of the 
root bark of Plumbago zeylanica (PZ) on the opening of the mitochondrial membrane permeability transition 
pore in rat liver. The pore opening, mitochondrial ATPase activity, lipid peroxidation and liver function markers 
were assessed spectrophotometrically while caspase 9 activity and liver morphology were monitored by 
immunohistochemistry and histology respectively. It is interesting research that all fractions of PZ induced pore 
opening and enhanced the activity of caspase-9. Significant increases were observed in the mitochondrial 
ATPase activity while the level of malondialdehyde was significantly reduced. The results concluded that 
aqueous fractions of PZ have bioactive agents capable of altering mitochondrial bioenergetics and inducing the 
opening of MMPT pore with mild hepatotoxicity. The current version of the manuscript is very interesting and 
informative. Overall, the manuscript is written clearly, and the data are presented appropriately and can 
support the conclusions made. I recommend the current version of manuscript for acceptance after considering 
the minor changes as mention below. 
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Reference style is not consistent 
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