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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

1. Abstract should be revised.  
2. Mention full authority of plants when used for 

first time. The botanical names should be in 
italic. 

3. There are seven groups not four as mentioned.  
4. Rephrase the sentence “Group A, Group B 

and Group C animals were given 3ml per kg 
body weight of ……………..” 

5. How much yield of oil from both plant 
material? 

6. What is the basis of dose selection? Moreover 
three is no reference provided in manuscript 
regarding methodology of experiment. 

7. No such data are provided regarding oxidative 
enzyme or immunohistochemical in the 
manuscript so remove this from material and 
method section. 

8. Why the blood glucose levels were measured.  
9. Author should include some more references 

in discussion section. 
10. References: References are out of format and 

old. Uniformity must be ensured in all the 
references. It should be made strictly as per 
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Minor  REVISION comments 
 

1. Revised full manuscript for typing errors.  

Optional/General comments 
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