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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 
 

The methodology written demands little more clarification. 
Grafical presentations also needs clarity, labels not clear. 
Interpretation of results may be elaborated meaningfully. 
 
Discussion part seemed obscure. 
 
 

To the best of our knowledge we have written the methodology with clarity 
from the selection of animals till statistical analysis if any change is required 
by reviewer kindly specify. 
Each Graph`s labelling is highlighted. 
Changes are incorporated in discussion. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
References should follow uniform style. 
 
 

 
 
Vancouver style is used as per guidlines. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Can be publied after incorporating the suggestions. 
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