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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 
 

 
 
Page 1: ABSTRACT 
Materials and methods: 
Lines 6-9 – “This was followed ….” – Please state route of drug administration. 
 
Page 3: MATERIALS AND METHODS 
2.3 Animals/Experimental design: 
Consider using - ……weighing between 150-200g were procured from … were used 
for the study. 
 
2.5 –  (page 4) Line 3 
Should be “(OD) was” 
 
Page 8: DISCUSSION 
Lines 1 and 2:  The statement - ”This study ……. Diabetic rats” is not necessary here 
as it was already stated. 
 
Page 10: CONCLUSION 
Line 1: I suggest you delete the phrase “In conclusion” 
Lines 2 – 5: Sounds more like part of the discussion.  Consider moving this there. 
 
 

The Authors have agreed with the reviewer’s comments and the necessary 
corrections have been effected 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Quite a commendable article with good technical quality and clarity of presentation 
 
 

Thank you. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


