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 PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 Reviewer’s comment 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. Lack of information of genetic strain of Swiss 

albino mice 
2. In Parasitological study the count of white 

blood cell looks not enough 
3. Reference 12 (Discussion second paragraph 

line 9) the comment is not related 
with the text of the reference) 

1. Give the differences in genetics status 
it is necessary to have this information 

2. Usually count of 500 white cells is 
needed  

3. The reference refers to a study in a 
pregnant woman. The in vivo analysis 
was done using the plant T. 
avicennioides? 

 
 

 
 
The manuscript has been modified 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. In plant materials it is not mentioned if the 
plants came from a Biological Reserve or from  
free nature 

2. References revision 
 

 
1. That is important because it has been 

demonstrated that the environment 
conditions are important in the chemical 
components production in plants. 

2. The more recent reference is of 2014, five 
years ago. An actualization could be 
necessary.  

 
 
The plants that we have been and we will studied, 
are very different to those used by the authors of 
this manuscript 

 

Optional/General comments 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Is there any authorization to use animals in laboratory studies?  
 
 

 
 
 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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