Editor Comment:

The following comments were not answered:
1) The absence of phytochemical analyses to identify some compounds in the lime juice tested.

The authors describes some properties of lime, but it is necessary the chemical identification of
compounds with possible anti-fertility potential. This was not carried out.

2)Dosage of additional hormones suggested were not done or justified.

This comments could be not consired if discussin and conclusion is change to hormonal dosage other
than anti-fertility action.

3)The title was changed as suggested, but the conclusion remains with the anti-proliferative function of
the lime juice, which is not supported by data.

See comment above.

4) The origin of fruit used for test, from a market has some problems because there is not a positive
control: Effects are due to compound from lime juice or it is contaminated with chemicals as insecticides
and herbicides used in the fruit plantation?

This is a criical problem of the manuscript, because experiment cannot be repited.

5) The sample size is too small. Five rats/treatment is small and the statistical test used (t-student)
cannot be applied for small sample size.

This is another unsolved critical problem.
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