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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 
 

1) Line 56, please mention sex of animals. 
2) Line 66, states that ‘All animals were collected immediately after birth.” Please 

elaborate meaning and correct the sentence. Pups should be weaned at the age of 
21 days.  

 Refer: Suckow, M.A., Weisbroth, S.H. & Franklin, C.L. (2005). The 
Laboratory Rat, 2nd Edition. San Diego, CA: Elsevier Academic Press. 
 

3) Line 80, please correct unit of absorbance. It should be nm instead of mm. 
 

4) Line 96, please correct age since there is no data at 0 day time point. 
 

5) Line 100, seems significant difference is between age 25-50 days and 65-90 days 
instead of just 25-30 days and 65-90 days. 
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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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