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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 
 

Discussion part:  
 Should be considered again. Here we expected the interpretation of your findings if possible to be seen in 

comparison with other researcher`s work 
 But, here the discussion became shallow and beyond the findings 
 The last two paragraphs are good and in your scope. So recommend to use similar way of discussions from 

the beginning. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Abstract 
 Follow the journal guideline use subsections (aim, Study design, methodology, results and conclusions in 

brief 

 Don’t use abbreviations here like MDA, CAT, SOD (use in full) 

Introduction 
 Well written but try to correct sentences and formatting issues. 
Materials and methods 

 In the section animals and survey try to briefly explain how you do age determination 

 Put references for the procedures used (if are not new/yours) 

 The procedures of laboratory works are all well written 

Results and discussion 

 Regarding table use double spacing according to the journal guideline 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The work was so good and I forward my comment to reconsider the format and other issues put on the journal 
author guidelines. 
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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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