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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).Thanking Reviewer for valuable comments. I have 
done all corrections according to the Reviewer’s comments. 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

Number of sample per group was quite small, N = 6. 
In discussion, increased number of white blood cell indicated inflammation as seen in 
histopatholgical investigation. 
Decreased rbc, Hb, and PCV indicated decreased rbc production or increased rbc 
destruction. 
 

The number of samples per group, N= 6. There was no way to increase the 
number of samples, because the whole number of rats in the animal house is 
limited. I wait for three months to get that number. The number of cages was 
not enough, and the space is not wide.  
Discussion:  
O.K.  Corrections highlighted yellow. 

 
 


