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I have reviewed the manuscript with the 
tittle Ameliorative Potentials of Solanum melongena Linn 
Fruit Ethanol Extract on Monosodium Glutamate- 
Intoxicated rats' Lipid Profile, Haematology and Heart 
Histology.  
 
 

I have included the eggplant to the topic for easier 
identification as suggested. The abstract is about 
300 words now. The key words are five all together. 
 
The result and discussion that was place together is 
in line with the journal guideline. I would have love to 
separate them.  
I have adjusted the tables. 
 
The ethical approval is in the method. 
 I have changed the ethical approval at the end of 
the paper to declaration of conflict of interest. 
 
No acknowledgement. 
 
The reference no 3, there are only six authors that is 
why I did not include et al. The guideline said use et 
al after the fix six authors. 
 
Thank you.  
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See the attached file. 

I like this soft ware you are using and thank you for 
advancing science with your knowledge. 
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