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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 
 

write if the extracts were administered once or several times 
explain why a dose of 3000 mg / kg was used and not another 
in figure 5 put the meaning of the letters a, b, c and d 
include the positive control (galantamine) in figure 3 
 

Thanks for the correction 
 
Mice received a single dose of 3000 mg / kg once at the beginning of the 
experiment 
 
According to the method described by OECD 2001, a single dose of 3000 mg 
/ kg can be used to determine the acute toxicity of the extracts. That's why we 
used this dose. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
place images of the species used 
 

The images of the plants studied were placed in the manuscript. 
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