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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 
 

First of all , the results gained are not realistic and cant be 
accepted due to that they are based on a very small 
sample size. In my opinion , the research should be 
repeated using larger sample size in order to say for sure if 
this result is true and individual differences can be nailed 
out.  

The sample size is very adequate for the 
number of groups. 
 See: Charan J, and Kantharia N.D. (2013): 
How to calculate sample size in animal studies. 
J Pharmacol Pharmacother 2013; 4(4): 303–
306. 
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Optional/General comments   
 
 


