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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 
 

1. Footnotes under the tables are unclear. 
2. Figures 1 to 11 are not necessary because they present the same data from tables 1 

to 3.  
 

3. Since you studied the effects of vitamin E and panax ginseng, you should compare the 
effects of these 2 compounds in the discussion. Which one would you recommend and 
why based on your results?  

4. Did you give nicotine to the rats orally? If so, how much was nicotine absorbed to the 
blood circulation and with the amount you gave the rats could it be toxic enough? 

1. Foot notes have been rewritten and made simpler and clearer  
2. All the figures have been removed. Only tables are left. These are 

equally very informative.  
3. A paragraph has been added to reflect this  

 
 

4. Administration was done orally using castor oil as the vehicle and it 
was based on previous research works which have been 
appropriately referenced and acknowledged.  

Minor REVISION comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


