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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 weight of animals in inclusion criteria is mentioned as 150-200 gm whereas in next paragraph of 
experiment it has been mentioned that, “average weight of 140 g was procured”  
 
As per the pharmacological guidelines- The duration of acute toxicity is 14 days, sub-acute toxicity is 14-28 
days and chronic toxicity is long term exposure. But in the reported study 21 days is mentioned as acute 
which is not as per the accepted scientific facts.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The spelling of ‘la casera tomtom’ is wrongly written at some places and need to correct.    
 
No uniformity is maintained in the using name of codine substitute in title and body of manuscript and graph 
of results. Avoid the variation of names. Even the name of experimental animal is not used uniformly. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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