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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 

 
Abstract 

- Line 20 and 22: there is a mistake:  No 
significant (P < 0.05) difference in…. 

It should be: Significant (P < 0.05) 
difference in…    or: No significant (P > 
0.05) difference in…. 

Discussion 
 
- Line 2010/2011:  

The position 37 of references is recall in 
improper context, because this work is 
devoted human study but not LD50 test.  
 
Ethical issue: There is luck an Ethical 
Committee agreement for animal study. It 
is only the statement that it was conducted 
according to the Ahmadu Bello University 
research policy.   
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Abstract 

- The methodology is written very detailed. 
The detailed information is in 
Methodology section. Abstract should 
include an abbreviation. Instead of this it 
would more desirable to indicate 
supposition of the work - why authors 
expect that resveratrol will exert positive 
effect in lead poisoning.  

 

Introduction 

- In my opinion too much attention is 
devoted to history and general (text-book) 
knowledge of lead poisoning, while the 
main question is: is the problem of lead 
poisoning steel current; introduction should 
focus on current schedule of treatment. The 
authors devoted one sentence to this topic – 
“The major treatments approaches are; the 
removal of the source of lead and chelation 
therapy (administration of agents that bind 
lead so it can be excreted).” By the way: is 
the removal of the source of lead the major 
treatment approach”? – line 59-61. What is 
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a basis of thesis that resveratrol could be 
better than current used chelators? 
Chemical structure? Chelator activity in 
vitro? 

 

Material and Method 
 

- Does the resveratrol using as prophylactic 
agent is proper? – Could it reflect real 
situation? It means that we can predict lead 
poisoning per os and to avoid toxic effects 
we used before intoxication resveratrol. If 
we can predict intoxication it will be more 
practical to avoid intoxication. 

Optional/General comments 

 
Title 

 – should be shorter, if it is possible. 
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