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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments _  

Minor  REVISION comments   

Optional /General  comments 
 

Based on what you chose the dose? 

Why organic extract? Why not aqueous? 
 
 

The doses were determined based on the 
previous work done by the researchers 
(Mbegbu, et al, 2015) as well as on the 
available literatures on the acute toxicity 
studies on Picralima nitida. 
 
Organic extract because it is mixture of water 
and alcohol that they use in the folklore to 
administer the extract for the treatment of male 
sexual impotence. 

 


