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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 manuscript needs major revision. The language of writing is not scientific in various parts 
of the text. A lot of references were listed, namely 84, but references from 54 to 84 are not 
mentioned in the text. They are only present in Table 1. Usually in the review articles at least 
some comments / comparisons / descriptions are written the text about all references. This 
should be done. Further on, Figures 2, 3 and 4 are also not described in the text, which must 
be corrected.  
In my opinion, the core of the manuscript should be rewritten according to the comments. I 
added my other minor comments in the word.doc. The conclusion part is o.k. only minor 
revisions such as italic for “in vitro” are needed.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Through all manuscript “in vitro” and “in vivo” should be italic. And there are some typing mistakes. 
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