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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. In (aim of study, Page 1) it is better to start the paragraph with (to evaluate hepatooprotective
activity of ............ )-

2. In Abstract (P 1), it is better to avoid abbreviations like (IHNMR).

3. It is better to write (in introduction) more information about (6-Heptadecylcyclohex -3-ene-1
carboxylic acid) involving: chemical structure and solubility).

4. No references were mentioned for (2.2 isolation, 2.3 Drug Formulations, P. 3)

5. No reference was mentioned for study model (induction of hepatotoxicity, P.4)

6. The SPSS version for statistical analysis was not mentioned; also the nonparametric results
(histopath.) test was not mentioned. P value of significance should be (P< 0.05) not (PO 0.05) to be
considered as statistically significant.

7. Histopathology scoring with reference should be included (P.5).

8. Although the researcher (in conclusion, P.17) mentioned (The possible mechanism that it may protect
the liver by CCI4 toxicity or may act as a free radical scavenger), he didn’t include the study measuring an
oxidative stress parameter to confirm his conclusion.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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