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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

The present study was designed to evaluate the Hepatoprotective Effects of Ethanol Extract of
Allium sativum (Garlic) on Diabetes Induced Male Wistar Albino Rats. | have the following
comments:

1. Abstract should be brief and concise. It must be rewrite and clear. What were your most
important reasons for carrying out this investigation?

2. Quite a few literatures were involved. There is need to include new reference data and articles
that deal with the goal of this manuscript.

3. List of chemicals and solvents used were not given.

4. Treatment protocol was confused. It must be rewrite and clear. How the dose of Allium sativum
(garlic) was selected? How author know that animals are diabetic without any measurement of
blood glucose and insulin?

5. Please re-edit the result section and delete the duplicated words in this section. How do you
present the results , as mean and SE or mean and SD? Statistical significance was not given in
figure 1 and 2.

6. | recommend for addition study on histopathological changes must be included to improve the
manuscript quality.

7. Discussion and conclusion are very poor, with not enough explanation. Please improve
thoroughly this part of the manuscript. Conclusion was based on biochemistry only insufficient.
There were no histopathology-no valid conclusions.

8. The bibliographical support is old and deficient especially in comparison with the results of
worldwide investigations results. References need update.

Overall manuscript needs major revision before its publication.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly

communications?

Optional/General comments
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Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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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