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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 aim of this research was to tested the influence of Tinospora cordifolia and Emblica 
officinalis dry extract upon some pharmacological parameters in clinical trial. 
This manuscript brings new information regarding to the therapeutically   proprieties of 
these species. 
But the paper could require some corrections such as:    

- It must be improved English language; there are some misspellings in the text. 
  The chemical characterization, standardization of the extracts should be made; no suitable 

quantitative determination methods are used.  
 The trial should further be extended to larger sample size and for longer trial duration to 

draw more conclusive evidence. 
 
 

Thank You sir for your comments 
As per your advice we have corrected the manuscript in order to improve the 
misspellings language and grammar. 
 
We have made the extract (ghana) which is a classical Ayurveda formulations 
mentioned in Sharangadhara Samhita (provided in reference).  
 
We have already suggested in conclusion part of manuscript regarding further 
validation of this finding. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 

 

 


