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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. The English need improvement since there are few grammatical and syntax errors in 
the manuscript For example, the words “an significant” may be as “a significant”; “which 
belongs” as “that belongs”; “Joint” as “the Joint”; “genotoxic” as “the genotoxic”; “Whole-
blood” as “A whole-blood”; “a positive” as “positive”; “with of SY” as “with SY”; “organic” 
as “an organic”; “highly” as “the highly”; “quinoline” as “are quinoline”; “the of” as “the”.  
The grammar mistakes which are not mentioned here also to be checked and corrected 
properly. 
 
2. There are some typing mistakes as well, and authors are advised to carefully proof-
read the text For example, the words “each treatments” may be as “each treatment”; “t 
test” as “t-test”; “Different type” as “Different types”; “after treated” as “after treatment”; 
“which used” as “used”; “and drug” as “and drugs”; “tow” as “two”; “types of” as “type of”; 
“this azo” as “these azo”; “use products” as “used products”. The typos not mentioned 
here also to be checked and corrected properly.  
 
3. In the statistical analysis the authors should include a software with version of the 
software used in the present findings under the heading “Statistical Data Analysis”. If the 
authors refer to SPSS versions beginning from 19, authors should cite ‘IBM SPSS 
Statistics for Windows, version XX (IBM Corp., Armonk, N.Y., USA)'. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. Check the abbreviations throughout the manuscript and introduce the abbreviation 
when the full word appears the first time in the text and then use only the abbreviation 
(For example, Sunset yellow (SY), etc.,). And it should be in both abstract as well as in 
the remaining part of the manuscript.  Make a word abbreviated in the article that is 
repeated at least three times in the text, not all words need to be abbreviated. 
 
2. The technical terms (Latin Phrase) “in vitro and in vivo” should be italic and it should 
be checked all over the manuscript. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The authors have put effort to evaluate the “In Vitro Effects of Sunset Yellow on 
Chromosomal Damage and Sister Chromatid Exchange in Human Peripheral 
Lymphocytes”. The authors describe the research undertaken with this in an organized 
manner, emphasizing the results obtained by them. The article needs modification for 
better cohesion of information to achieve the goal and the minor shortcomings which 
need to be considered. Hence, the paper can be accepted after MINOR REVISIONS are 
carried out. 
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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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