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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 

 

Author/s intended to investigate anti-proliferative 

effect of lime juice on ovarian proliferation. This 

study is indeed interesting however it is lack of 

substance. If the authors wanted to prove that lime-

juice has an anti-proliferative effect on ovarian 

proliferation, immunohistological study/protein 

expression study by for example Western blotting is 

needed to look for the level of expression of 

proliferative ovarian marker ex Ki-67. Histology 

alone is insufficient. 

 

Author should also measure plasma estrogen and 

progesterone level as they are important to exert a 

negative feedback effect on the pituitary, thus could 

affect LH and FSH level 

 

Introduction- need improvement. Author should 

discuss related to the topics. It’s too wide 

 

M&M; testis is mentioned!  

The authors actually worked within the 

limit of the resources available and 

discussed within this limit in support of the 

relevant work that has been done 

recently. 

 

Other necessary corrections have been 

adequately observes and done. 
  

Minor REVISION comments 
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