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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 

 
1. Oral Acute toxicity studies must be 

conducted to determine the safety profile 
of the plant extract. 

2. Institutional bioethics committee or 
relevant authority approval should be 
provided. 

3. Yield of the plant extract need to be 
provided 

 
Ethical issues: Approval from institutional bioethics 

committee is required for the animal experiments 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 
 
There are grammatical, typos through the paper. 
Please correct them. 
Few examples are given below. 
 
Abstract 
 
The open field apparatus was used to evaluate 
effects of AECA and on 8 locomotion 
 
And should be removed 
 
Line 10 
10 ml  normal saline/kg 
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Normal saline 10ml/kg is the correct format; 
should be corrected throughout the manuscript 
 

Introduction 
Line 50 
Reference should be in bracket 
 
mice) Costaet al., 50 2013).  
 
Line 51 
 
A reference for the traditional use under study 
should be provided. Moreover that a plant is used 
medicinally is also not sufficient; the effect studied 
should be clearly related to the traditional use. Just 
mentioning an anecdotal report is not sufficient 
either, there must be a clear published scientific 
observation obtained in a study following 
(inter)nationally accepted rules, as publishing such 
observations may interfere with the IP rights of the 
indigenous people. 
 
Methods 
 
Section 2.3: Extraction method 
 
Grammatical errors throughout and 
inconsistent formatting 
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Examples 
2.6.2Elevated plus maze 
2.6.4Open-field test (OF) 
2.6.3.Elevated zero maze 
3.Resultsand Discussion 
2.6.1. 
 
Hole board: Thirty six rats were divided into six 
groups,seven pergroup. 
How they come seven per group when divided into 
6 groups? 
Should’t it be six per group? 
Furthermore, in elevated zero maze, there are 4 
animals in each group and the authors have 
mentioned in statistical analysis that All values 
were expressed as mean ± SEM from six animals. 
The sections and subsections numbering is 
incomplete… Nothing after Y maze test 
Reference style not uniform 
e.g. Reference number 17 format is different from 
others. 
Please check the format of all references 

Optional/General comments 
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