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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 
 

 
This manuscript is good in its contents and composition, only needs a little improvement 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Keywords are usually arranged  in alphabetical. 
In abstract and in Experimental design : 65 rats were divided into 12 groups consisting of 5 rats in one group, so there 
are more than the 5 rats here, what for ? 
In introduction : Put a closing parenthesis after  (Prunus dulcis) 
The title 2.21 Determination of Steroid, should not be separated from the content, move to the next page. 
2.24 Ethanolic Extraction of the Plant Samples, Whatman, not Wahtzman. 
The title 2.27 Statistical Analysis, should not be separated from the content, move to the next page. 
We recommend that the letters in the Table 2 must be smaller than the text and preferably Table in one page.  
We recommend preferably the Table 4 , Table 6 and Table 7 on one page. 
Plate 7,8,9,10,11 and 12 are not clear, they are should be replace with a clearer picture. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There are 27 from 46 references not up to date (more than 10 years) 
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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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