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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
No 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. An abstract is quite long. Give a brief conclusion. 
2. No. 2 Material should have “s” 
3. The results of No. 3.4 should give an overview of the experiment, the animal 

toxicity; signs observed to remind the readers again then go to the special findings 
in brief. The authors may give more tables to help in data explanation. Don’t give 
all things in the text. Make like the topic 3.5 “Analgesic activity”, also correct the 
series of topics in the right way. 

4. The conclusion is too long. Cut and give only the main idea. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript is presented in a good writing, even there is some words should be 
checked for the correct usage e.g /kg b.w. This makes good presentation. 
The materials and methods give clear of the experiments. 
However, the results and discussion need the good series of explanation, make more table 
and give brief in the text as mention above. 
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