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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 grammar in manuscript should be reviewed. 

The author should mention the references for dose and 
route of administration. 
The author should mention the weight of the animals. 
Why the author divided the blood samples into 2 parts, 
part taken on EDTA and the other part without.  
I don’t understand what the biochemical tests that 
author mentioned are. There were only haematological 
parameters which need the blood taken on EDTA. 
The author should mention how to get rid of animals 

safely. 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
It was typographical error and has been 
corrected appriopriately. 
 
Dead animals were buried safely under ground 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The abstract is clear and concise. 
The introduction is fully summarizing the contents of 
the article.  
The results and discussion is well written. 

 

 


