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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 

 

Line 25: Not all teas consumed today are mixture of medicinal herbs. 

Line 51: Please add the composition of the tea such as % of plants madeup 

the tea. 

Line 52:  Add % of ascorbic acid in the chewable vitamine C 

Lines 58-59: What did authors do to the filtrate? Stored? Fed the mice 

immediately? Extracts prepared daily? 

Line 65: Name the Medical School. 

Line 66: What was the room temperature? 

Lines 69-74: Why 150mg/kg? What is the normal concentration for 

consumption in human? 

Lines 70-75: In what form the extract and vit c were administered and 

how often (once a day)? 

Line 86: How much caudia epidymidis was minced? 

Line 95: explain a little bit on what are abnormal cell? 

Lines 97-114: Add how you determined protein as some unit of 

measurements are based on per mg protein. 

Line 103: Give full composition of mixture containing thiobarbituric 

Line 105: Please correct the unit: µ mg -1 protein 

Line 107: Aksenes and Nisa used 240nm not 620nm 

Line 108: Please correct the unit of measurement U mg -1 protein as this is 

not the unit of measurement. 

Line 110: write full composition of Elman’s reagent 

Line 114: Sun and Zigma did not express the SOD activity as : µ mg -1 

protein 

Lines: 159-166: Description for figure 1 is missing. 

Page 12-13: Add descriptions for all figures 1-4. 

Table 1,2 and 3: Write at the bottom of the tables what a and ab stand for? 

Table 1,2 and 3:  How many determination was doen to get the  mean 

values? 

Table 2: delete column of ‘morphology normal’ 

Table 3: Please check and do correction on unit of measurements for all 
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SOD, CAT, GSH AND MDA. The units cannot be the same for all. 

Minor REVISION comments  

 

 

Optional/General comments   
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