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Compulsory 

REVISION 

comments 

 

1. Plant part should be mentioned in the title, aim and other 

sections.  

2. The abstract is not informative enough. E.g., no mention of the 

haematological parameters measured and result not presented 

statistically.  

3. In extraction, the exact time for boiling should be stated.  

4. How long was the liver stored before histological analysis?  

5. Photomicrographs not clear. Arrows should be used to label areas 

of information. From the photomicrographs, 300mg/kg did not 

show significant protection as reported.  

6. Author should be disciplined in presentation. E.g, result section 

should contain only results and not discussion. 
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1. Many grammatical and typographical errors should be corrected.  

2. Full meaning of some abbreviations should be supplied.  
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Design error observed. E.g. doses are too far apart. 300 and 900mg/kg. Most 

effective dose may lie in between. 
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