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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-Better explain the environmental conditions of rodents and all details
of packing and handling them. Explain why you used this number of
animals and if it was the minimal required to a well done research.

2-There are tables with means and standard deviations in the tables,
however do not see the results of the used test. It would be interesting to
present more complete tables of the overall result, not only the P found.
What is the correlation of results, strong? Weak? Positive or negative? It
is essential for better understanding and a deep discussion.

3-Even doing a discussion encompassing discussion and conclusion, I
think that after this hard work, a more detailed conclusion should be
presented not only a simple and vague paragraph.

Minor REVISION comments

1- After using a term and submit the abbreviation, follow with this
abbreviation throughout the text.

Optional /General comments

The authors declares that the study was conducted under the ethical
rules of their country. I did not see issues at this aspect.
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