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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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. 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) 
 

 
 
 
Many major changes required, lack of scientific writing. 
 
 
NO, Title should be attractive, and sound. 
 
 
Abstract has to be reframed, scientifically proven. 
 
 
 
NO, many corrections are required, justification required. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
NO 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Paper is scientifically less contetives, no prelinmary or adavanced phytochemicals 

screening or characterisation study.  
2. Justify selection of Wistar rat, number of animals, silymarin dose, leaf extract,500 mg/kg 

test dose.  
3. Why Wistar rats (Rattus norvegicus) with masses between 80-100g were used ?  
4. There were neither information or indication used in figures about a, b, c ? 
5. What is the meaning of ALAT parameter parameters in first paragraph of result? 
6. Figures are not well represented. Please justify the use of healthy group and negative 

control ? 
7. Figure 6 legend has to corrected or spelling or grammatical issues are there. 
8. What is the meaning of “This result can be explained by the presence of molecules acting 

either through a free radical capture mechanism or by providing endogenous phospholipids 
necessary for the repair of cells and organelles and restoring the cell membranes of 
hepatocytes [26]” ? 

9. At the end, regret to suggest for carry out minimum phytochemical screening, and update 
Discussion accordingly.  

10. Histopathological study can be explain more precisely. 
 
 
Major revision required, manuscript should be with updated data. 
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