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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 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The study is well planned and executed. 
Still few corrections need to be carried out 
1. Include ethical approval certification also for publication. 
2. The study is not significant, because the drug at 2mg /kg concentration completely 
inhibited the pathological condition but the plant extract at 100 mg/kg reduced the 
pathological condition at 50% of the drug condition… so gives discussion accordingly. 
4. Don’t start any sentence with numbers. 

Noted 
 
All experiments were carried out in accordance with the guidelines of the 
Institutional Animal Ethics Committee. 
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