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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

I Like this manuscript as It ……..  

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

 

The title of the article is too long and quite confusing. I may suggest: 
Effect of ethanolic extracts of Carpolobia lutea on the Hippocampus of adult Wistar male 
rats. Histologic and Immunochistochemical study. 
 
 
 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

There are too many details in the abstract so it is rather confusing.   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The article did NOT clarify the source of the leaves of Carpolobia lutea. From where ?? And 
what is the reference for making this extract?  
What is the reference for the donepezil the “Standard Drug”?? 
Sex of animals is not mentioned in materials and methods!! 
State that River State University is in Nijeria. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

The most recent reference is 2019. This is five years ago. It is highly recommend to have more 
recent references in the subject. It is also recommended to write the “DOI” of each reference in 
the reference list. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications. 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

The title of the article is too long and quite confusing. I may suggest: 
Effect of ethanolic extracts of Carpolobia lutea on the Hippocampus of adult Wistar male rats. 
Histologic and Immunochistochemical study. 
 
There are too many details in the abstract so it is rather confusing. 
 
The article did NOT clarify the source of the leaves of Carpolobia lutea. From where ?? And what is the 
reference for making this extract?  
What is the reference for the donepezil the “Standard Drug”?? 
Sex of animals is not mentioned in materials and methods!! 
State that River State University is in Nijeria. 
 
 
Materials and Methods: All methods need references.  
Animals should be anaesthetized before cervical dislocation. 
It is better to use the term “histological” better than “Histopathological”. 
Hx&E stains are very common well known techniques. So No need of all the details mentioned in the 
article. It is enough to mention one reference (e.g.Bancroft and Stevens, (2005)) for it and delete all 
these unnecessary details. (delete most in pages 8, 9 and 10.) 
Results: 
All micrographs in Fig. 1 are too pale showing no details at all. In fig 3 charactersistics is wrong spelling 
correct is “characteristics” . 
It is recommended to Not to use phrases like “it is evident” or it is “obvious” ….etc. It is better to be 
more cautious and use phrase “this study may suggest that” or the findings of this work can provide 
some evidence that…..etc. 
 
The most recent reference is 2019. This is five years ago. It is highly recommend to have more recent 
references in the subject. It is also recommended to write the “DOI” of each reference in the reference 
list. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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