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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 
 

In the results topic – I belive that the use of signals e.g. “*, #, §” indicateding the 
significance would give a better apparence to the graphics and help the readers of 
AJMPCP the interpret and understand your results. Moreover, don’t use multiples 
colors in the graphics. Use different backgrounds. 
 
Still in results topic, I felt lack of a figure showing the results of toxicity test. I believe 
be relevant show this. 
 
In line 178, the authors put ´ Effect on general and organ weight”, but don’t showing 
this results. I suggest make a table putting this results, even if they don’t have 
introduced significance. 
 
Line 189 – ” Results showed a significant increase (p<0.05) in testicular superoxide 
dismutase (SOD)… testicular?? I don’t understand. 
 
In lines 228-235, in conclusion topic, the authors put  “…coffee increases the 
activities of MDA levels, and help in recuperation of antioxidant defence system in 
wistar rats.” There is confusion in this placement because MDA not is a antioxidant, 
but a product of lipid peroxidation. I suggest exchange this frase, because she can 
confuse the readers osf the AJMPCP.  
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