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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 
 

 
Line3-intalize botanical names.It should be written like this “Luffa cylindrica “ 
Please arrange your abstract under the following headings; 
Aim: 
Methodology: 
Results: 
Conclusion: 
In your abstract, it is Na

+  
not na+ and HC03

-  
not hco3- 

Line 63-please state the plant voucher number. 
Line 76-Albino or Wistar rats not Albino Wistar rats. 
Line 77- write like this;The experiment was carried out by the …….. 
Line 88-tabulate your groupings. 
Line 131-ALT not Alt, correct the others. 
Line 132-Mean±SD not sd. 
 
Please reference according to journal guidelines. 
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