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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 
 

This work on Catunaregam spinosa; a plant with documented piscicidal activity is well thought of. 
Danio rerio which is popularly known as Zebra fish is currently been advocated for use in studies of 
vertebrates in preference to mice.  
This work established the toxicity of C. spinosa on the embryos’ of Danio rerio, which is innovative. 
However the paper does not provide sufficient benefits of this research. There are no implications of 
this study, recommendations or what further studies are to be carried out to add value to the findings 
of this present study. 
The graph in Figure 2 is not suitable for describing this type of data as half the points are not of the 
slope. A chart should be used instead.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The work requires comprehensive grammatical correction as the entire write-up needs a total overhaul. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There is no reference for the Definitive test , in the references. 
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