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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 

 

 

- Please add Piper guineense as key word 

- The full name of the plant, including Family as well as botanical 

classification should be provided (Schumach. et Thonn / 

Piperaceae) 

- Abstract and Discussion– what do you mean “decreased or 

increased significantly”? Please provide the percentage value. Are 

those changes meaningful?  

- According to literature – if synthetic drugs are used what is the 

level of reduction eg cholesterol and triacylglycerols level? 

Similarly with lipid peroxidation levels and antioxidant enzymes? 

Please compare obtained results with those available in literature 

– without that we don’t know if 10% of reduction is good or not 

 

  Corrected 

 

  Corrected 

 

The probability was provided (p<0.05). this 

means 95% confidence. The changes were 

meaningful and was stated (eg in the 

conclusion). 

 

 

This study was not a comparative study, so we 

did not compare the extract with standard drugs. 

Rather we are interested in its effect on these 

biochemical parameters compared to control 

groups. The reductions observed are good 

compared to what the control group had. 
Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

 

- Journals abbreviations are wrongly written – please correct it 

- There are some papers concerning some activity of tested plant 

and it is good to discuss published results: 

Food Chemistry Volume 134, Issue 3, 1 October 2012, Pages 1354-1359 

Asian Pacific Journal of Tropical Biomedicine 

Volume 2, Issue 2 SUPPL., February 2012, Pages S558-S566 

 

Corrected 

These were discussed in the Discussion section 
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