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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

The authors did not ascertain the age range of the experimental animals. 

 

The authors did not state the rationale used in grouping the experimental animals. 

 

Author did not present the correlation analysis of the tissue enzymes. For example: 
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The slide readings of Figure 5 and 6 are incorrect. Author should consider removing the 

entire histological aspect of the study if he/she cannot get a good histopathologist to 

read the slides. 

 

The approval letter given by an ethics committee does contain reference number. How 

do we verify that the study was actually approved without the reference number?? 

 

According to the author, “The chosen concentration represents the real situation of 

environmental impact” while he did not state or present prior estimate of oil spillage in 

the environment under consideration. This is unacceptable. 

 

Who assessed the overall health statuses of experimental animals??? 

 

How was the food remnants measured? Author should provide the statistical values of 

the food-intake group comparison. 
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