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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

1. Name of object of study - Archachatina was
wrongly spelt Achachatina all through the
manuscript

2. There should be space between a value and its
unit; 4 ml/kg not 4ml/kg, they are two separate
words

3. Doseis simple expressed as ml/kg without
adding “body weight”

4. Days of the experiment need to be defined,
what is day 0?

Tables

Legend-Why is “parameter” singularly displayed in
capital letters all through? Legends should be
expressed clearly.

Table 1-parameter GRA written as GRAN, no key to

RDW(FL) and method determined PCV without

displaying its result.

Comparing for significance, should you compare along
the column or along the row? This applies to all the
tables.

Titles & legends to tables 2-5 to be amended.

I am uncomfortable with the stated effective
doses of 2 and 4 ml/kg. 1 have personally
carried out some work on this same
hemolymph using 100 - 300ml/kg though
through the oral route as opposite to the i.p
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route. However, patients/users usually adopt
the oral route; I very much doubt if this 2 and 4
ml/kg will give any effect when administered
orally. This is the main reservation I have
against this work.

Minor REVISION comments

These are highlighted in red/ green within the manuscript

Optional /General comments

An interesting and in-depth research work. It would have
been comprehensive had the micrograph of the studied
organs done and displayed to buttress expressed result.

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Anonymous

Department, University & Country

University of Lagos, Nigeria

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO

Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




