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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 
 

 
Summary: The order is introduction and at the end is the objective, Materials and 
methods, results and conclusion. Improve the summary explaining in a broader way 
the methodology used. You can go up to 300 words. 
 
Materials and methods: It must describe whether male or female animals were used 
with their weight, and origin of the animals (from which center they come) with their 
respective quality certificate, it does not mention what technique was used to 
sacrifice the animals after the trial. 
 
Results and Discussion. In table 1 it does not explain anything, it only places a 
series of chemical formulas, which only a pure chemist would understand, you must 
take into account that the articles are available to anyone who is interested in them, 
and that they are not necessarily researchers, if not also high school or university 
students; it is not discussed with other anti-inflammatories from other 
investigations. 
 
Conclution. The first section does not go, it must go in the introduction; the 
conclusion does not agree with that of the abstract. 
 
References: It has 28.5% of references updated to the last 5 years, the minimum 
allowed is 50%, the link of the page in which it was consulted and the date are 
missing. 
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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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