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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

 

Ethical issue: Has the work been presented to an 

ethical committee before the experiment?  These 

days I think it is preferable to use diethyl ether as 

well as cut the diaphragm to make sure the animals 

do not suffer much. 

 

 

 

 

 
Animal handling and sacrifice was done by 
authorised Veterinarians at the Central 
Diagnostic Division (CDL) saddled with the 
responsibility by the National Veterinary 
Research Institute, Vom, Nigeria, where the 
work was done. . See attached letter of 
clearance from the Head of 
department/Chairman, ethical committee, 
CDL, NVRI, Vom, Nigeria, for details.. The 
methodology here utilises chloroform. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

Minor typo error in Conclusion: The aim of establishing 

‘a” quicker …… 

Why the term apparently healthy? Is it not possible to 

ascertain the rabbits are healthy? 

 

 

 

 

 

Noted and corrected 

 

Apparently healthy denotes the fact that there 

are no clinical signs of illness. 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

It is a good paper.  The method has been well described.  

The finding is solid.  Just wonder if some measurements 

of the cells in terms of comparison can be made and thus 

statistical analysis is possible. 

 

 

 

Noted and presented. 

 


