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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. Fig 1 should come under materials and methods 
2. The name of the research committee where ethical approval was given should be 

mention 
3. Values of table should written in terms of mean and standard error of mean, since 

there are five rats per group. 
4. Recommendation should be removed and the conclusion should be written to 

reflect the findings of the research. 
 

Noted. Figure 1, now placed under materials and methods. Thanks. 
Noted. The name of the research committee is now written. 
 
Noted. Changes done. Thanks. 
Noted. The recommendation is now removed and the conclusion now written 
to reflect the findings of the research. Thanks. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The heighted areas should be removed from the manuscript 
2. Under materials and methods, the word highlighted should be corrected 

 

Noted. 
Noted.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 
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) 
 
 

 
There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. 

 
 
 


