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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. Doses for treatments of arsenite and cyclophosphamide should be
indicated in Abstract.

2. The difference between group B and ] as well as C and K should be
interpret more clearly.

3. InTable 1, why values of AST in group J and K are only 1/3 of that
in group B and C? In addition, why value of GGT in group ] is also
near 1/5 of that in group J? Authors should interpret and further
discuss these observations.

4. Ingeneral, P value less than (<) 0.05 instead equal to (=) 0.05 will
be considered as significant. Authors should add a new column to
indicate the P values for each group in Table 1.

5. Regarding to experiment design, particularly to CP treatment that
the administration is achieved by intraperitoneal injection for
consecutive 14 days, is there any rat dead in the test? In addition,
is there any inflammation or abnormal physiological conditions
observed? If yes, authors should carefully recheck the findings
and the resulting conclusions.

Minor REVISION
comments

1. Grammar errors and typos should be carefully and thoroughly checked
and corrected.
2. The image resolution in figures should be improved.

Optional /General
comments
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