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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The reference part should be changed as per Author guidelines. 
Please mention the blood collection techniques and dose selection clearly in acute toxicity 
studies. 
Some typological errors should be avoided, 
You can write the discussion and conclusion part by compiling all the findings in the study, 
its benefits with future scope without writing it under separate topics. 

 
Reference rechecked as pointed out. Detailed statement on blood sample 
collection has been added. Check section on “Sample Collection” as 
highlighted in yellow. 
 
All other raised points were noted, rechecked and appropriately corrected.   

Optional/General comments 
 The manuscript level is appropriate for the readers. 

 This manuscript fulfills all questions which normally have in mind. 
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