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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 
 

 
 
The grammar in the manuscript should be reviewed and written in past tense.  
 
The authors should mention the full details of the companies that produce the kits 
and chemicals used in the study. 
 
Ethical issue: 
All the experimental protocols were approved by the Bioethics Commission of the National 
University of Pharmacy and were in accordance with the "Principles of laboratory animal 
care" (NIH publication No. 85- 23, revised 1985) as well as “Directive 2010/63/EU of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 22 
September 2010 on the protection of animals used for scientific purposes.” 

Dear Reviewer, 
 
We would like to thank sincerely for the professional and rapid review 
of the article. We have considered your comments and made changes to 
the revised manuscript (changes are highlighted in yellow colour).  

1. The grammar was checked and corrections were made (P. 3, P. 
4, P. 5, P. 10, P. 11). 

2. The data concerning the companies that produce the kits and 
chemicals used in the study were added (P. 3-4 ). 

 
 
 
We look forward to receiving your reply. 
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