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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 

 

 
Abstract has not been written perfectly. Abstract is the essence of the whole writing. please 
write a summary of the important results, then write a brief conclusion from the results 
obtained in this study. 

 
Some statements are confusing. Please state and explain in a simple sentences and 
understandable reader. 
 

There were no significant changes in serum urea, uric acid and creatinine at 500 and 1000 mg/kg BW 
in males and females compared to controls 
Please present the data 
 

Histopathological measurement have not been discussed. Please add 

please write and explain in the discussion, from which results it can be concluded that there are 
cardiovascular, hepatoprotective and protective kidney effects. Indeed, the subchronic toxicity test 
performed did not cause any changes in the histopathology of the kidneys and liver, but from that fact, 
can it be concluded that it has a protective effect? please kindly make a brief conclusion based only 
from the current result. Thank you 

 

Modified as suggestion 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please revised the discussion 
 

Done 

Optional/General comments 

 
 
This is actually an interesting study. However, it needs some important revisions to make this article 
worthy of publication. Conclusions must be clear and concluded based on the results obtained from 
this study and not based on the author's assumptions, conclusions should not be written according to a 
theoretical framework. thx 
 

Noted 

 
 
 
 

Comment [G1]: Please present the data. Thank 
you 
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PART  2:  
 

 

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) 

 
 

 
 
 

 


