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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 

 

 

 

 

50 mg/kg weight of animal for in vivo 

experiment is too high. It can’t be correlated 

with 

the clinical use of quercetin. PH should be pH 

Using post 4,000 rpm supernatant and 100-

180 ug protein for Na,K-ATPase activity 

measurement are not justified. High speed 

post supernatant and minimum amount of 

protein should be used for the enzyme 

activity assay. 

Methods are not clear, need to make is more 

explicit. 

Fig.1. Better to show the activity instead of 

percent activity in the x-axis. 

Is there any difference between nature of 

binding of ouabain and quercetin to Na,K-

ATPase? 

Fig. 2. Except IV administration the effect is 

not significant relative to control. What is the 

justification of inclusion of all these data. 
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Optional/General comments 

 

 

Can’t be considered in its present form. Needs major 

revision including new experiments, rewriting methods 

etc. 

 

 

 

 

Reviewer Details: 

 

 

Name: Parimal C. Sen 

Department, University & Country Division of Molecular Medicine, Bose Institute, Kolkata 700 054, India 

 

 

 

 

 


