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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 
 

 
 
The subject of the manuscript is of health importance for the human and animals. 
 
In some parts it lacks scientific basis, but it does not affect the conduct of the 
article; 
 
- Needs to go through pharmacological review before being published; 
 
- Image quality and data ok. 
 
- Some details are highlighted in the text in the attached file, it is up to the authors 
and other reviewers to decide whether or not to accept them; 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Highlighted in the attached file; 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
I suggest, before final acceptance, to go through a review of the areas of 
pharmacological and animal welfare. This is very important 
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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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