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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-Materials and methods must be written in full details 
Doses should be referred to a previous method and references should be included 
2-Figure 9 and 10 : a higher magnification is required, the difference in shape is 
unclear (magnification x1000), arrows should be presented clearly on figure,  
3-Results section is poorly presented and unorganized please rewrite with more 
organization. In addition, Monocytes should be added to the haematological 
parameters. 
4- In Discussion, the author mentioned difference in nucleus among neutrophils but 
the author did not support this with any figures or techniques, the author only 
measures the difference in number. So please keep the discussion concise to the 
work you did otherwise neutrophils and lymphocytes should be presented with 
electron microscopy 
5- The author mentioned the reactive oxygen species (ROS) in the manuscript and 
especially in the conclusion while you did not measure the change in levels of ROS or 
lipid peroxides ! So the conclusion must be modified according to the aim of the 
study or the author have to measure parameters that indicated the changes in lipid 
peroxidation. 
 
6-The manuscript language shows many mistakes and must be revised by a native 
English speaker 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
I think morphology of erythrocytes needs other imaging technique to clearly show the 
difference in shape  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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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