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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

-the role of Vitamin E should be added to the manuscript parts ( abstract, introduction and
discussion) .

-Abstract: please, rewrite the study design part including animal groups,briefly

-Why authers calculated the significance regarding to serum urea, creatinine and total
protein levels compared to negative control (gentamicin) and not to positive control (saline)
as in results of urine.

- | think that there was no need to collect blood before treatment because you have already
control groups, also what is the part in the material and method that talking about
experiment before treatment .please, clarify that part.

Minor REVISION comments

- Crinum scilifolium should be written in italic in the manuscript.

-what authers mean by ‘The animals were divided according to weight’in the Materials And
Methods part.(animals were not weighted in the experiment.

Abstract: replace ‘Gentamycin’ with ‘Gentamicin’, ‘the aims’ with’ the aim’, ‘determined’
with ‘determine’,

Introduction: replace ‘in case’ with ‘in case of’, ‘is exposed with ‘is exposed to’, ‘However
there were no any scientific reports” with’ However, there was no any scientific report’
-Experimental animals: replace ‘the animals are’ with’ the animals were’.

-Collection and storage of blood and organs: replace ‘the both kidneys’ with ‘both kidneys’.

-Results:

Replace ‘batch’ in the figures with ‘group’

paragraph no.2: replace ‘serum urea was increased’ with ‘serum urea increased’
paragraph no.3: replace ‘decreased this levels’ with ‘decreased these levels’
paragraph no.4:replace’ protein levels was elevated’ with ‘protein levels were elevated’.
paragraph no.5:replace’ aqueous treated group’ with aqueous extract treat group’.
paragraph no.6 :delete was

-Discussion:

last paragraph delete “present in it”.

-Conclusion: replace preventives with preventive.

- Crinum scillifolium

- Abstract: ‘Gentamicin’, ’ the aim’, ‘ determine’,

- Introduction: ‘in case of’, ‘; ‘is exposed to’, ;' However, there was no any
scientific report’
-Experimental animals: ' the animals were’.

-Collection and storage of blood and organs: ‘both kidneys’
Result

- paragraph no.2:'serum urea increased’

paragraph no.3: ‘decreased these levels’

paragraph no.4:‘protein levels were elevated’.

paragraph no.5 aqueous extract treat group’.

paragraph no.6 :delete was

-Discussion: delete “present in it”.

-Conclusion: preventive.

Optional/General comments

-Histopathology of the kidney is a great support for the results. | advise to be included in
future articles.
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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)

The experimental procedures were conducted after the approval of the
Ethical Guidelines of

University (Cote d’lvoire) Committee on Animal Resources. All these
procedures used, were

in strict accordance with the guidelines for Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals and the

statements of the European Union regarding the handling of experimental
animals

(86/609/EEC).

If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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