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Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

1. Frequency of D. tripetala dosage should be stated. Example daily dose of 
…… for 30 days. 

2. There were contradictions in p-value interpretations with some wrongly 
interpreted. Example, in lines 23 to 26 of the abstract. 

3. Potassium and alkaline phosphatase should be removed from keywords 
as they are covered by the words kidney and liver function markers. 

4. The ‘L. G. A.’ in line 64 should be written in full first. In addition, ‘gotten’ 
should be replaced with obtained or purchased. 

5. There is need to state how fruit samples were authenticated. 
6. Replace ‘declared’ in line 96 with considered. 
7. Table 1 caption should be : Concentration of kidney function markers in 

rats orally administered with D. tripetala fruits 
8. Table 1 did not reflect statistical analysis conducted. Example the ‘a’ . ‘b’ 

and ‘c’ on lines 115 and 116 were not reflected in the table and the 
abstract only shown p = 0.05. 

9. Figure 1 should be re-presented in tabular form. 
10. Results not adequately discussed. Parts of discussion are rather results, 

example is in lines 136, 137, 151 – 153 and 157. 
11. Conclusion should reflect study objectives.  
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