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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

INTRODUCTION

The rationale is not specific to the study (the seeds and

the extraction of the seeds) and should be

revised/rewritten, as follows:

1. Details of certain phyto-chemicals which could be
extracted by the method used (80% methanol in
water). There is alack in the literature reviews of
the effects of these major compounds. If the authors
hypothesized that the effect is merely from anti-
oxidation, these phyto-chemicals from 80%
methanol should be well defined.

2. What is the meaning of ‘seed meal protein’ in Lines
50-517? If these are the hypothesis of the study, it
should be clarified.

3. Lines 51-55 need to be more clarified.

4. What is the hypothesis of the study?

5. Notrelevant information should be discarded.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

There is no information on the sources and the made of
the materials used in this study, particularly the source of
caffeine can be influential to the results.

The methods are not well explained and need to be
revised/rewritten, as follows:

1. Details of the sources of plant materials used, for
example, red or yellow watermelon, numbers of
watermelons, whole seeds, characteristics of the
powder, yields of extraction, numbers of

The introduction have been completely
rewritten.

The materials and methods have also been
revised:
Point 6 & 8: are explained on table 1
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extractions, etc.

Why was 80% methanol in water added to the

seeds in “four consecutive times”? Was 1000 ml
of 80% methanol added 4 times to make a final
volume of 4000 ml?

Clarify Lines 64-65 to explain the meaning and
the essence of this process “The extract was kept
in a bucket... the seeds were squeezed...”. Itis
not clear of how it was done and it makes no
sense for the extract at the end.

In general, water solubility of caffeine is less
than that stated by the author, and thus limits its
dissolution at room temperature to less than that
stated in the manuscript. The author did not
provide any sources of caffeine, so it is not
possible to comment on the effect. If the caffeine
used is a mixture of some other ingredients, the
results should be discussed otherwise.

Line 68 “..a gelatinous substance and is diluted”
isnot clear. How was the substance diluted?
How did the author control the quality of the
“gelatinous substance” and handle in the animal
studies? It is not easy to control and maintain
the standard of any gelatinous plant extract and
this should be well defined to ensure that the
results are validated.

How did the animal feed with the test materials?
How much?

The author mentioned about “...a refrigerator to

prevent loss of potency” in Line 69. Antioxidants
are usually labile to other factors such as oxygen
and light, etc. Are these factors controlled?

Please verify the uniformity of the extracts of the
CL seeds used (for 21 days).

The extract were carefully covered with
aluminium foil and stored in arefrigerator.
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RESULTS

Display of the results: The tables are not well displayed
as the group of animals are not specified anywhere in the
manuscript. Graphs may be a better option to display the
results.

Discussion

It is not possible to discuss that the results are the effect
of antioxidants as caffeine itself has got various effect.
The author should investigate on the effect of caffeine
before co-administration results are discussed.

The authors believe that the tables are well
displayed and the grouped are specified in
thetable.

Discussion have been revised

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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