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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 
 

 
Abstract section: 

1- “Conclusion” paragraph could expand it a bit more clearly for readers. Distorted 
and repetitive statements should be edited. Check the tracked changes of the 
manuscript. 
 

Introduction section: 
2- Abbreviations should be clearly defined in this section at first use. (e.g.DDVP) 
3- The citations for the sentences “In Nigerian society, 2, 2 dichlorovinyl 

dimethylphosphate (sniper) is marketed by Swiss Chemical Nigerian limited” is not 
correct. Check the references list and add the correct reference for this sentence. 

4- Check suggestions as shown on the line 16,18,20,21,23,27,28,30,31,38,etc. 
which is underlined  as tracked changes. 

5- Line 42-46, there are repetitive statements. These sentences need to rephrased. 
6- “Adequate information is not available on the actual toxicological findings in the 

deceased in order to differentiate between sniper intoxicated deaths and 
disguised or homicidal death” should be check and rephrased the sentences. 
 

Materials and Methods section: 
    1-“2.2 Procurement and administration of Sniper” should rephrased. 
    2-Write the trademark and country, etc. of the autoanalyzer. Write the ELİSA reader 
trademark and country and all the test kits catalog number in section “2.4.2 Laboratory 
Investigation of Parameters”. 
    3- Write the mathematical values of the all the biochemical parameters in the text or 
below the figures.(mean±SD). 
 
Results and Discussion Section:  
      1-Write the lengthy of the “ns,s” in below or down of the figure.   
      2-Check suggestions as shown on the line which is underlined as tracked changes. 
      3- Rewrite the “conclusion” section. It should expand it a bit more clearly for readers. 
 
References section:  
1-Number 1. Ref. : check the title of the article. It should be written “Histological” 
Instead of “Toxiciological” 
 
2-Number 2.ref. : the title has missing words. It should be written as “Renal Corpuscles 
Were Protected From Dichlorvos – Induced Morphological Alterations in Rats by 
Antioxidant Vitamins” 
 
3-Check the references list, there are some missing words.  
 
Ethical Approval section:  
Write the all about the information of the ethics committee (name, accepted number, date 
of the acceptance, etc.)  
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The study is well designed, well done. Conversely, it is not well written. The text needs to 
rephrase.  
I would like to read the manuscript again, after the necessary corrections are performed 
by the authors. 
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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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