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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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This type of research is very important to demonstrate the importance of taking sedative and analgesic 
treatments for a long time and in high doses and to review their side effects on the vital organs of the 
body, especially the nervous system, which is the most important physiological system and controls all 
the systems of the body and its functional effectiveness. 

 

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

 

Yes, the title is suitable for the article.  

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. 

 

Yes, the abstract is comprehensive for the article.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, 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 minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

After a thorough reading of the article, one of the most important strengths, durability and scientific 
sobriety is the researcher's reliance on conducting histological sections of cerebellar tissue using 
various chemical dyes, and showing the histological changes apparent on the tissues on the 
experiment aggregates. In addition to the study of measurements of oxidative enzymes, which was 
considered an important indicator of the physiological state of the animal. 

 

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

Yes, the references sufficient and recent.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Yes, the language of the article is suitable. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. As a general note covering all paragraphs of the essay, you should leave at least one word 

space when starting to write a new paragraph. 

2. Any paragraph should be ended with (.). 
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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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