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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

The place and duration of study written in abstract must
be deleted as it is not the suitable place for writing the
place of study and the duration of study is already
written in methodology.

The voucher specimen number is lacked from Plant
materials and preparations.

The result and discussion section contains many
scientific mistakes:

The significant sign * shouldn’t be placed on control
group in table (3) and the authors didn’t mention that
the significant difference (P<0.05) is in comparison to
control group only in legends under table (3).Moreover,
they referred to serum antioxidant parameters while
they used liver tissue homogenates. Many author’s
names are missed.

The authors stated that S. melongena Linn fruit could
be toxic and should be treated with caution due to the
presence of high level of cyanogenic glycosides while
in introduction they referred to their uses as vegetables
and in traditional medicine so, the authors must explain
their point of view to be clear to the readers.
References number 28,43 lacked the last page. The
manuscript must be revised carefully.

Minor REVISION comments

There are many repeated words in results and
discussion that must be deleted.
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Optional/General comments

The abstract is too long and should be summarized.
Furthermore, it is necessary to improve English
language in the manuscript as there are many spelling
and grammatical mistakes.
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