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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In introduction, perhaps, it would be convenient to justify why the antiurolithic activity of the plant is 
evaluated. Are there reports in folk medicine for the treatment of lithiasis? 
 
Carefully check the spelling. 
 
In the Preliminary Phytochemical Screening *Potassium dichomate test 
The correct way is Potassium dichromate test 
 
Are there any other current references to the methodology used in testing the effect of solubility on calcium 
phosphate? So that another researcher can reproduce the described experiments 
 
 
The results speak of an inhibitory effect at the nucleation stage. Perhaps in order to ensure this effect, it 
would be convenient to carry out a nucleation spectrophotometric assay. 
 
The conclusions are somewhat biased, since the preliminary phytochemical examination is not sufficient to 
determine the presence of secondary metabolites. 
 
Is the order of the cited references according to the format requested by the journal? 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I consider it important to evaluate the antiurolithic effect on other types of crystals 
Other research focuses only on calcium oxalate crystals, since it is not the only type of crystals in 
urolithiasis. 
 
This research can be reinforced in the future with an in vivo model using the foreign body insertion method 
in the bladder with which phosphate stones are formed 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
I do not consider this to be the case as it  
does not involve animal or human protocols 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Raymundo Alejandro Pérez Hernández  
Department, University & Country Universidad Autónoma de Nuevo León, Mexico 
 


