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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Provide permission by ethical committee for 
conduction of this research involving experimental 
animals. Also, provided which protocol or 
convention was adopted in carrying out this 
research work. 
 
It  is stated nowhere in the entire manuscript of 
permission and approval given by Animal ethics 
committee and the convention or protocol used for 
this work. Besides, the experimental conditions in 
which the animals used for this assay were kept 
prior to use for this experiment is not stated and 
should be provided by the authors. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

In Line 64 there is an omission of  water after distilled. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The work is a preliminary evaluation and should be 
captured in the title of the work.  
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