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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)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the 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)

1. The manuscript shows a informative,s cientific data collected but some major corrections need to
be addressed before it can be published.
2. Title is suitable for this article

3. Included comprehensively

4. Yes, appropriate
5. Need to discuss data with more scientific evidence and “need for the study”

6. Discussion section needs improvement. Discuss all the study parameters in comparison to
previous study reports and cite more recent references to support your study findings.

- All references must match journal specifications.

- Conclude the outcome of your result using appropriate sentence in the abstract part

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

1. Suitable english used in this article

Optional/General comments

1. In the introduction 4™ paragraph can rewrite “mice that were orally ingested” instead of ‘treated’.
2. Need to discuss with more comparisions with previous study has done already
3. Author need to address the following comments

- Why heart is preserved instead of liver

- Is there any toxicological changes, other than liver

- What has normal parameters has taken during study period (weight, pupil size,
convulsions/behavioral changes/ food intake/ wellness parameters) if any

- Is this methodology new / modified with previous / any reference

- How do you conclude the rabbit has got sufficient toxicity to draw the results

- What is a,b significant indicates in results section

- Conclusion section must be clear and concise, Revise

- Please write objective of your study (no where it is mentioned).
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