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PART 1: Review Comments

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

It is a good paper with a correct and robust assay design. Failed in the description of results
and conclusions, because the tables included are not clear

On the other hand, in Materials and methods, point 2.5 The blood sampling techniques is
not clear.Then it is necesary to clarify and if it is posibly rewrite this point in order to describe
the blood sampling techniques in alive animals and the blood simples in slaugthering rats.
In point 3.2 Effects of ETAS on plasma metabolitos. The tables 1,2 and 3 are not clear and
need a more deep modification in order to enhances their presentation and lecture.

Finally, the exact role of the stem barks of Sacoglottis gabonensis on serum biochemicals
parameters specially Lactate dehydrogenase and Alkaline phosphatase need a revision and
probable need to be rewrite the effects of this vegetable extract over all metabolits
biochemical parameters.

We have done some corrections according to your comments and we think that these
corrections are able to clarify our ideas.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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