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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

All the sections of the paper having large number of
grammatical and technical errors.

Introduction- Paragraph 1&2, 3&4 and 4&6 to be combined,
respectively.

Experimental Procedure: The extraction and fractionation
procedure were not clearly explained in the paper. Need to
extend further, especially how fractions F1, F2, F3, F4 and
FS were obtained.

How the dose was selected for anti-inflammatory study?
Have you done acute toxicity study? If yes, need to be
explained in the paper.

Why F5 is not included in anti-inflammatory study? Any
reason?

Why only F4 was selected for Phospholipase A2 inhibition
assay & Acetic acid induced writhing in mice studies. The
reason of selection to be included in the paper.

Results — There were many paragraphs in the results part
with subtitle, it is really confuse the readers, need to be
combined with one subtitle as Carrageenan Induced anti-
inflammatory activity of............ No proper compilation was
done.

Phytochemical study need to be explained in the results
instead of results shown in Table 1.

Figure 3 & 4 need to be combined as one Figure to compare

the results of F1, F2,

F3, F4 & F5.

1. Corrections have been made to errors grammatical.

2. Introduction section: Paragraphs 1-2, 3-4 and 5-6
have been combined respectively. Information on
toxicity has been provided in the introduction section.

3. Experimental procedure: The methods of obtaining
the fractions were explained. The dose selection for
anti-inflammatory activity was justified in the paper.
Anti-inflammatory activity of F5 fraction has been
reported in Figure 3. Phospholipase A2 inhibition
assay and analgesic activity of F4 fraction were
justified and included in the paper.

4. Results: Anti-inflammatory activity of fractions was
combined in one subtitle. Phytochemical study was
explained in results section. Figure 3 and 4 were
combined as one figure.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General 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)

Ethical Committee approbation of the
study:

Université Cheikh Anta Diop de
Dakar Comité d'Ethique de la
Recherche (CER)

Dakar le 12 novembre 2015

A M. Madiéye SENE Etudiant &
I'Ecole doctorale: "Sciences de la vie,
de la santé et de I'environnement",
UCAD, Dakar, Sénégal

Référence: Protocole
0136/2015/CER/UCAD :"Etude du
mécanisme d'action analgésique et
anti-inflammatoire de composés de
feuille d'/Annona senegalensis
(ANNONACEAE)."

Approbation éthique de la recherche
\Votre protocole a été examiné selon
les régles édictées par le Comité
National d'Ethique pour la Recherche
en Santé (CNERS) du Sénégal et
conformément aux procédures
établies par I'Université Cheikh Anta
DIOP de Dakar (UCAD) pour
I'approbation éthique de toute
recherche impliquant des participants
humains.

J'ai le plaisir de vous informer que,
sur la base des informations fournies
dans le protocole, le Comité
d'Ethique de la Recherche (CER) de
I'UCAD considére que la recherche
proposée, respecte les normes
éthiques appropriées et en
conséguence, approuve son
exécution.

Le CER attire votre attention sur tout
changement ultérieur dans la
recherche qui souléverait des
guestions éthiques non incluses dans
le protocole original. Ces
changements devront étre soumis au
Comité d'Ethique de la Recherche
pour approbation.

B.P.5005, Dakar, Sénégal.
Téléphone: +221 33 8647595
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