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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 
 

 
 
Paper in not lacking interest, however there are different aspects to be consider in 
order to improve it. 
- There is not a “Ethics” section and, considering the use of animals and the kind of 
damage and suffering induced, this study must be revised and accepted by ethics 
committee and be in line with national and international legislation for the protection 
of animals used in research. 
 
The section Methodology is so limited in description and, more information must be 
included necessarily in case of experiments must be reproduced anywhere. 
Information like gender of rats, the vehicle used for the omega administration, a brief 
description of the colorimetric methods used, the brand and catalogue number of 
ELISA kids used, the statistics (ANOVA was used but, what kind of test for the 
comparison between groups?)  
- References list needs a careful revision because several mistakes in writing, format, 
copy paste are present. 
- Why some of your results are presented in milligrams of protein and others in mL?; 
according the methodology, all markers were measured in homogenates. 
- English edition is necessary to improve the manuscript. 
- Discussion is mainly a description of results mixed with comparisons against 
previous reports, please improve it. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
- What is the origin of omega-3?, comes from a drugstore?, from a laboratory supplier?, what 
is the purity? how is this omega administered to the animals?, one daily doses? One week 
doses? , intragastric? i.p.?, etc? 
- Abstract described omega 3 as a protective …”Hence intake of omega 3 might protect our 
organs against environmental induced stress”… but stress was induced in rats by electric 
shock (ECT), how is that related to environmental?. 
- Is necessary a clear description of the ECT because of the nature of the treatment; an 
calibrated apparatus was used?, time of application was continuous or by doses?, rats were 
anesthetized or immobilized?. These information must be included in the manuscript. 
 
- The p values in tables must be for each comparison, in not clear if you includes a p value 
for each column of results because not all differences bring a p lower than 0.0001; i.e., is not 
the same p value if you compare 16.48±0.03 vs 14.26±0.01 or 16.48±0.03 vs 21.02±0.01 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
Yes. 
The use of animals for research and the kind of injury induced must be carefully 
considered 
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