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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. In line 7-8, the author should briefly give background of the study under the

abstract before stating the aim of this study
2. In line 85-87, how were you able to confirm if Gentamicin injection administered

actually induced Kidney damage?
3. What is the appropriate method of sacrifice for rats especially if the weight is upto

200g? There is mix up in line 96-97. Kindly review it
4. No ethical approval for this study?

Ethical approval:

Yes and it was not addressed and author should supply the ethical registration
number in the manuscript

Included appropriately

This was confirmed by increased levels of Urea and Creatinine in the GM only
group
Corrected

Animal ethics committee currently not in place in my institution. Thus study
was conducted using international standards as stated in Lines 82 – 85.

Minor REVISION comments
1. In line 111, it is Alanine
2. Author should follow standard template of this journal in arranging list of

references. Thus review it

Done

Optional/General comments
The manuscript is very interesting and the work is worth-sharing with the Scientific
community if it can be revised appropriately.


