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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 
 

  
 
1- Typological editing is needed 
 

 
2- English language and scientific editing is mandatory 
3- Try to write short sentences not be boring for the readers or they may have misunderstanding 
Specified comments: 
1- What is the kind of lab animal used? Why the authors choose to apply this study in rat and 
mice???????????? 
2- The test correct name is "marble Burying test" 
3- List of abbreviation should be provided 
4- Move the last three line at the end of the abstract o the discussion section 
5- Suggested key words: Clitoria ternatea, phytochemicals, ethanolic root extract, anxiolytic, 
anticonvulsant 
6- Why the authors choose Epilepsy as a cause of seizures although there are many causes including 
also the non-epileptic seizures???? 
7- In M& Ms section: - collection, preparation, dryness of the plant methods references should be 
provided 
- What are the fundamental phytochemical examinations????????  
- Why the animals choose to apply the study in 2 animal models????????????? 
- Remove the word" creature" from M&Ms it is not scientific 
- Ref. of extract dose, Phenytoin dose, method of application of electrocussion ref. so on in all 
the manuscript sections all methods should be provided. 
- Don't mention any observations or results at the M& Ms section as "Decreased duration of 
convulsion indicates………………… " 
- In-vitro determination of hydroxyl radical scavenging activity study, what is the kind of tissue 
used, the author didn't mention it in the abstract??????/ 
- "Acute toxicity studies" this section should be mentioned in details as follow: type of treated 
animal, No. of treated animal, dose of extract, route of administration of the extract. 
- The acute toxicity study section should be mentioned at the beginning of M&Ms section 
because all the study doses depends on them 
- The author didn't show how was the anxiety induced in lab animals and why it was applied in 
mice????  
8- Results section: put the significance superscript letters on the control group values to elucidate 
significance as it is noticed that phenytoin has a remarkable significant changes than the extract in 
relation to the control group value??? should be explained. 
I the histopathological findings: the figures should be provided by the magnification bar on the figure 
Finally, this study is a preventive measure not curative, so, I suggest the title to be: 

"Preventive effect of ethanolic root extract of CLITORIA TERNATA against experimentally induced 
convulsion and anxiety in rodents" 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1- English  and scientific language editing 
2- Many typos should be corrected  
3- list of abbreviation should be included in the manuscript 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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