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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

There are lots of grammatical errors. Fix them.

Maintain the same significant figure in the tabulated results.

The title given to the table 1 should be modified.

The p-values for a and b were not considered for group iid. Revise.

The author should also point out the number of rats whose mean and sd were
reported.

In article like this there are no assumptions, you might have young audience. What
is the RT. Use a key.

What is the rational for comparing RT to the groups?
The discussion could still be made better.
There is no concluding statement.

Some of the references are not in line with the SDI authors’ guideline.

Grammatical errors has been fixed

All the corrections suggested has been considered

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Attend to the raised issues.
Fix the grammatical errors.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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