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PART 1:    

Journal Name:  Journal of Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical S ciences  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMPS_29419 
Title of the Manuscript:  HEPATOPROTECTIVE AND ANTIOXIDANT ACTIVITY OF AMORPH OPHALLUS CAMPANULATUS 

TUBERS EXTRACT AGAINST PARACETAMOL -INDUCED LIVER D AMAGE IN RATS 

New title: CAMPANULATUS TUBERS EXTRACT AGAINST PARACETAMOL -INDUCED LIVER DAMAGE IN 
RATS 

Type of  Article: 
Original research paper 

 
  
PART 2:   
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments  on revised paper (if any)  Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments  
 
Despite that the authors claimed to have effected a number of changes particularly on the 
grammatical expressions, technicality and design of the work, many issues of major 
concern are still evident. 
The followings are typical examples: 
-The plant name should be fully written at first mention 
-The abbreviations used should be defined at first mention 
-Why reporting results in the methodology section for the acute toxicity test? Also, the 
protocol used does not reflect OECD 423 guideline as claimed by the authors 
-GPx was evaluated but GSH was reported 
-The methods for the evaluation of the liver maker enzymes  are outrightly missing 
-Results of the antioxidant enzymes are not inclusive in the abstract 
-What is statistical analysis doing in the abstract? 
-Line 51: collection of plant sample (what year?) 
-Soln., Govt. etc within the text are not acceptable 
-Proteins and carbohydrates were not tested for but reported in the results section. The 
Table showing the presence of the phtyochemicals is also not inclusive 
 
These and many more issues of concern are contained  in the manuscript. 

-The plant name is written fully with abbreviations at first mention. 
-In the methodology section result has been eliminated. 
-OECD 423 guideline has been followed, objectionable protocol has been removed. 
-GPx has been reported in the results. 
-The methods for the evaluation of the liver marker enzymes have been added. 
-Results of the antioxidant enzymes have been included in the abstract. 
-In the guideline for author (The abstract should be concise and informative. It should not 
exceed 300 words in length. It should briefly describe the purpose of the work, techniques and 
methods used major findings with important data and conclusions .) so the major findings 
with conclusions are written in the abstract. 
-In the year 2008 collection of plant sample was performed. 
- Short forms have been eliminated. 
-Table has been added to show the phytochemical analysis. 
 

 


