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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

Why both sexes of animals were used? There are
differences between sexes in nephrotoxicity. How were
the groups formed? Were animals of only one sex were
included in one group? How were animals kept during
experiment?

There is no positive control in experiment? With only
plant extracts?

Why the authors use SEM instead of SD? It is not the
same. | would suggest usage of SD.

It is not correct to say statistically identical.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

The language is not perfect, | would suggest prof
reading and language polishing.
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