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Compulsory 
REVISION 
comments 
 

The authors employed only the carrageenan induced paw edema 
model in rats. However, the anti-inflammatory properties of aqueous 
and ethanolic extracts from Erythrococca anomala leaves could also 
be evaluated by additional in vitro and in vivo assays. Among these 
assays are the measurement of TNF production in LPS-stimulated 
Balb/c mice, the ability of extracts to inhibit the expression of pro-
inflammatory cytokines either in the cell lysates from LPS-treated 
murine macrophages or in supernatant, the evaluation of serum TNF 
or the inhibitor of IKKβ activity assay as well as the COX inhibition 
assay. 

 

Minor  REVISION 
comments 
 

Bad English usage. Certain phrases should be rewritten. For 
instance, in the section “1. INTRODUCTION” “So, there is a need to 
continue to research newer anti-inflammatory drugs” should be 
replaced by “Conceivably, more research is needed to identify new 
anti-inflammatory drugs” (lines 34-35). The phrase “…research 
strategy in the search for..” (line 39) is also wrong while in line 41 
“for” is repeated twice.      
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