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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 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1-  Try to make abstract not exceed 250 words. 
2-  Improve writing style and rephrase some sentences 
3- It is so important to provide approval number and ethical agreement committee to 

authors institution to do this research. 
4- If used rats, don’t use the name mice because both are different. 
5- Mention the age and weight of rats. 
6- So important, to revise the grammar in the whole manuscript, it is written, tests was 

and the correct (tests were). 
7- Add few diagrams to make your manuscript more visible and easier to understand 
8- Mention strength and limitation of study. 
9- Mention the future research. 

 

 
Abstract is now 250 words, the age and weight of the rats have been added. 
Approval was obtained from the Departmental Ethical Committee of the 
University of Port Harcourt. A proposed future study has been made. 
Grammar corrections and reviews have been made. The use of RAT has 
replaced MICE in the study. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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