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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

The manuscript needs revision in introduction, methodology, 
results, discussion and reference format.  
 
Please see the page comments for suggestions. 
Comments: 

1- Antioxidant activities are decreased in high 
temperature. Please clarify how authors have 
measured the antioxidant activity of aqueous extract?  

 
2- Please clarify how animals were administered by 

extract for example oral gavage or in drinking water? 
 
3- As authors have focused on antioxidant activity of Trema 

guineensis Leaves (Ulmaceae), Authors need to measure 
antioxidant activity of extracts at least with two methods 
FTC and TBA or DPPH.  
Therefore, at the discussion of this article the authors will 
have to develop a much deeper information and structure. 

 
 

1-The antioxidant activity has been previously 
carried out by other authors. It is from their 
study that we have been able to indicate that 
aqueous and ethanolic extracts of Trema 
guineensis possess antioxidant activity. 
According to the author, this activity was not 
made at high temperature. 
This author used the following methods: 
DPPH, TBARS and FRAP. 
 
 
2-The clarification was made in the text: oral 
gavage. 
 
3-Our study involved nephroprotective activity. 
We have not worked on antioxidant activity. 
However, we used data on the antioxidant 
activity of Trema guineensis to explain 
nephroprotective activity. 
 
We have used existing informations on the 
plant to explain the nephroprotective activity in 
the discussion (Reference: KOUAKOU et al., 
2015). 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

There are spelling and grammar errors. 
Please recheck the format.  

We made several grammar corrections in the 
manuscript 

Optional /General  comments 
 

Introduction, results and discussion are very interesting and 
well written but needs revision. 

 

 


