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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 

 

There are substantial grammatical and editorial 

errors throughout this manuscript.  It is essential for 

the authors to seek proofreading services so as to 

improve the readability of this manuscript.   

All the errs are corrected according to your 

suggestion 

Figures 1-3:  The images were of poor quality.  It is 

essential for the author to include images of 

publishable quality with annotation of magnification 

and scale bar. 

The quality of the image was increased by 

increasing magnification  

Table: It is essential for the authors to justify the basis 

of selecting the dose for bleomycin and AIKA-110, 

respectively. 

The dose was adjusted from lower to higher and 

middle dose was undertaken 

Discussion: The discussion was merely a summary of 

the results.  It is essential for the authors to provide an 

in-depth discussion of their findings.   

 

Ethical issue: Yes. It is essential for the authors to 

disclose the reference number for their animal ethics 

approval.   

 

 

Turnitin originality report indicates 34% similarity 

(excluding bibliography).  Nevertheless, it is 

essentially the authors’ responsibility in ensuring the 

originality of the content. 

 

Discussion section was lengthened. 

 
Sacrification was done through the approval 
of proper channel.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Line 15: “domanating” should be corrected as 

“dominating” 

It was corrected 

Line 16: “interest” should be corrected as “interest” It was corrected 
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Line 22: “lasrge” should be corrected as “large” It was corrected 

Line 25: “searching” should be corrected as “search” It was corrected 

Line 44: “31C” should be corrected as “31oC” It was corrected 

Line 57:  It is essential for the authors to disclose the 

gender of the rodents 

Gender of the rodent was disclosed 

Line 63: “2106” should be corrected as “2 X 106”. It was corrected 

Lines 65-66: It is essential for the author to cite the 

reference for the formula from which no. of cells per 

ml was calculated 

 

Lines 72 and 82:  please revise “1366”. It was corrected 

Optional/General comments 

 

Only about 30% of the references are of the recent 5 

years.  The authors may want to include more up-to- 

date references.   

 

 

 

The number of recent references was added. 

Thank you very much for your contribution. 

 


