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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 line 10. The aim of this study: To identify the bioactive constituents of Carica 
papaya seed with effect against potassium bromate –induced nephrotoxicity and oxidative 
stress in renal tissue of rat. 
The future aim is for a preventive or currative treatment for kidney damage? Please kindly 
explain. 
Page 1 line 23-26: in Abstract, Study design: For each state of polarity, twenty male 
Wistar rats were divided into four groups, five rats per group; normal control, KBrO3 control, 
papaya fraction control and KBrO3 group administered with required concentration of 
extract of C. papaya seed for 48 hours. 
So the treatment only 48 hours? Is there any reference to convince that statement? What is 
the reason that author choose only 48 hours design? Please kindly explain. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Page 1 line 23-26: in Abstract, Results: Fractionation of C. papaya seed yielded fractions 
and sub-fractions with potency against KBrO3 –induced increases in serum urea, 
creatinine, uric acid and electrolytes as well as the level of MDA. 
So the treatment increases the kidney function parameters,and free radicals (MDA) which 
means it is getting worsened? The sentence is not clear enough. Please kindly restructure 
the sentence, to avoid a missinterpretation by reader 
Page 2 line 74: 25 matured unripe C. papaya. Please kindly state a clear sentence to avoid 
reader confused 
Line 81: Watman, should be Whatman 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment  
This is an interesting study however further research is needed to become 
nephroprotectant and new antioxidants to the action of bromine potassium in kidney. 
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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) 
 
It is not clearly state in the manuscript. The author just state: All animal 
procedures were performed according to the guide for the care and use of 
laboratory animals of the National Institute of Health as well as the Animal 
Welfare Act. Line 140 
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