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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

The chemical analysis of the n-butanol fraction 
was well conducted. However, the 
pharmacological findings are not conclusive. 
 

I have the following additional comments: 
 

 1 - The paw edema is used to verify 
antiedematogenic activity. However, it does not 
allow to evaluate other parameters such as 
leukocyte migration. Thus it is sensitive to other 
classes of drugs such as vasoconstrictors. (Souccar 
C, Lapa AJ, Analgesic and anti-inflamatory 
screening of two Brazilian medicinal plants: A 
positive and false positive result. Ciencia e Cultura 
1997 49:416-421.). The authors could include 
other models such as pleurisy or evaluate cell 
migration in the paw to define more precisely an 
anti-inflammatory activity. 
 
2 - Why the authors did not test the 
pharmacological activity of both isolated 
compounds? 
 
3 - Authors should include the Ethical Committee 
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approval. 
 

 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Why the authors used animals of both sex? 

 

Line 88 – Wister by Wistar 

Line 113 – Planter by plantar 
 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The manuscript should be reviewed in 
pharmacological methods to really determine an 
anti-inflammatory activity. 
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