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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 
 

 
 
The title should contain words like ‘the effect of…’,amd also if possible the type and 
place of study.Abstract and key words good. 
In introduction,the incidence of pain should be mentioned;why this study neede will 
be clear.Sample size,no.of animals ineach group,approval from the institutional 
ethical committee to be mentioned.Duration of the study to be mentioned.In the 
tables, along with rows,proper columns to be made also so that they are not jumbled 
up.the result should be separated from the discussion section.In the discussion 
section,result from other studies should be compared.Conclusion is correct. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Small grammatical errors and typo errors in material method section to be 
corrected.Conflict of interest,sponsorship if any or not,acknowledgement if any to be 
mentioned. 
Consent not required from whom? 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Overall a good and vast studies.After these small corrections,it will become even more 
better. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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