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EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to editor’s comments 

 

1. The authors need to revise the manuscript. English usage is still faulty. The Statistical analysis 

should be also improved, I do not think one-way ANOVA should be the best alternative to analyze 

data. The authors should consider applying the Mann-Whitney test instead. 

2. Finally,  the approval code from the Ethics Committee that authorized the study should be 

disclosed. 

 

 
1.The English usage has been corrected. The statistical analysis was done with one- way ANOVA 
because comparison was made between the control group and the test groups that received 
different doses of the plant extract which i believe is in order. 
 
 
2.The study protocol was approved by the University (Michael Okpara University of Agriculture, 
Umudike, Abia State, Nigeria) ethical committee which was in line with the National Institutes of 
Health’s Principle of Laboratory Animal Care (NIH publication No. 8- 23, revised 1985).  

 
 

 


