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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

As commented in the manuscript.

In particular, the results/discussion section was not well
handled. It was quite difficult to follow. Values were
provided, just bar charts.

It is better to

(1) present the results separately to highlight the
unusual or marked observation before referring
the reader to the appropriate chart or table.

(2) Discuss the results based on the presentation
by highlighting the marked and significant
observation and comparing same with previous
studies.

It is not acceptable to compare the results of this study
with that of rats because that was not the aim of the
study. And, the study was not designed to allow such
wide comparison.

Majority of the results were not significant, hence need
not to be discussed.

Also, There is no basis for the wide comparison in the
conclusion. The conclusion does not follow from the
result of the study. This may have derived from the poor
handling of the results presentation and discussion
section.

No comment but we do the correction required
by this reviewer
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The discussion should be guided by the aim and
scope of the study and should avoid unsupported
extrapolation.

The conclusion should be apt and must follow from
the results of the study .

The result should be presented with values in figure.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments

The researcher(s) did not state whether the animals
were sacrificed at the end of the study or not?

This animal(sheep) is not sacrifice at end of
experiment because we are interest on their
blood, not liver -------- etc,
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