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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

Author should provide institutional animal ethical committee approval letter
reference number.

Authors should check for paracetamol dose. Provide standard reference for
paracetamol dose for intoxication.

Provide reference for duration of treatment protocol especially for paracetamol.
Paracetamol need not to administer on daily basis. Provide standard reference for
paracetamol administration for 7 days.

Graphical representation did not show SEM. Author should represent data as
Mean+SEM.

Author must represent the level of significance with specified symbols in all tables.
Author must justify, why table and graphs are need to represent same data. Table or
Graphs (any one) is sufficient to present the data.

On what basis the test drug doses are selected?

Why histopathological studies are not done in supporting to the data?

Which method of blood collection was used for enzyme estimation?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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