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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

1. The structural format has to be changed.
2. Please change the first sentence in back ground.

3. Please add about the biological sources and
various species available.

4. Please add important chemical constituents and
their biological activities with refrences.

5. In material and methods please start with
collection authentication and processing and then
animal grouping.

6. Please say on what basis you choose the dose. have
u carried out the LD50 OR ED50 studies.

7. Phytochemica;l screening must be attached
minimum qualitative .

8. check the discussion spelling.

9. Results and discussion should be separated and
more focusive, it should be reformatted as conclusion
is unclear, give results in one para and the discuss
with more scientific justification.

10. Graphical data is missing, tabular representation
is unscientific. please add

The corrections have been made accordingly as
specified by the reviewer.

The introduction has been rewriting to
including the facts specified in the
reviewer comments.
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11. Ethical sanction number should be mentioned.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

[ felt scientific approach is missing but a good trail and
discussion should be short, accurate and sweet. Its
difficult and confusing.

Please clarify ethical issue, if any

Created by: EA

Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




