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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 
 

 
 
In abstract 
Abbreviations shoud not use in abstract like as--- 
reduced the serum level of liver enzymes alanine 
20 transaminase (ALT),  
 
Introduction is very short and also not written with literature lighting 
 
Rat number very low  
6 rat for each group ıt  
Rat’s number should be increased  
Statistical analysis might be reliable  
discussion is very short and also not written with literature lighting 

Noted Sir, I have removed the abbreviations from the abstract, but the number 
of animals cannot be corrected because the experiment has already been 
done, secondly, that’s the number of animals that was approved by the 
research ethics committee. I appreciate. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted Sir, correction has been made with few sentences added. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 
Please clarify the ethical issue if any. 
 

 
 
Mentioned in the paper. 

 
 


