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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 
 

 
- Please add the reference of Thirupathi Gorre et al (2011) and compare the authors 

results with Thirupathi Gorre work. 
Thirupathi Gorre et al (2011) Hepatoprotective effect of Ageratum conyzoides L. 
against carbon tetrachloride intoxicated rat. International Journal of Pharmacology 
and Toxicology, 1(1): 21-26. 
-Adjust the histological images in Figure 5 and 6 (5D, 5B, 6D, 6F) more clearly 
- Add the letter a, b, c to show the significant difference between samples instead 
of only one p value in Table 2 and Table 3. 
-Please ask native speaker to revise grammar and language errors in this 
manuscript such as section 3.8, line 229 , use “the percentage” in place of “the 
percent” and correct the passive voice tense “These data were calculated” to 
replace the sentence “These were calculate” 

 

 
Please reviewer comment not really clear to author 
 
 
 
 
Well noted and corrections done in manuscript 
 
Please reviewer comment not really clear to author 
 
Well noted and corrections done in manuscript 

Minor REVISION comments 
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manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 
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The majority of idea of this manuscript is identical with Thirupathi Gorre et al (2011). Please 
add the reference and compare this finding with Thirupathi Gorre work 
 
 
Hepatoprotective effect of Ageratum conyzoides L. on rat model was investigated by Thirupathi 
Gorre et al (2011) 
 www.ijpt.org/doi/NGthbGFpMTQ3ODUyMzY5 
 
 

Can the reviewer kindly highlight the major ideas of the    
 
  manuscript he thinks is identical with Thirupathi Gorre et al  
 
  (2011). 
 
 
 
 
Can the reviewer kindly highlight areas of the manuscript he  
 
thinks is in plagiarism with Thirupathi Gorre et al (2011). 
 

 


