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PART 2: 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

Minor REVISION comments 1. Conclusion part of Abstract – supports instead ofsupported2. line 26-27 – locally means which area/country, a littlerevision of the sentence3. Ln 72-73 – L would be L, a reference would be good.4. Line 82 – ‘savar’ would be ‘Savar’.5. line 90 – ‘were’ in stead of are6. Line 93 – ‘was then undergone’ in stead of ‘thenunderwent’7. Line 95 – 2nd ‘at’ is not needed8.  Line 111-112 – Description in sentence would bebetter to understand whether the materials werepurchased/a kind gift. It may be Ltd. to denote Limited.9. Line 184 – drug/normal saline10. There are some values missing zero (0) before thedecimal like in ‘line 199’.11. Fig 1 and Fig 2 might be titled as ‘% inhibition ofanalgesia of MEMS’ and ‘% inhibition of inflammation ofMEMS’, respectively.12. In Line 282 – Paracetamol dose might be 100mg/kg.13. In Table 04 there is alignment problem especially in
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the ‘Dose’ column.
Optional/General comments Overall, the article is well written, described andillustrated. It certainly would be a good article for thejournal unless otherwise it shows some unacceptablematching with other article(s).it may need some ethical committee certificate no.against the use of laboratory animals.
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