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	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	Concerns about the manuscript that was raised earlier have not been addressed.
These issues include: -

1. Reproducibility:

i. What was the extraction method for the neem leaves and camphor extracts?

Maceration is not a method. Is it cold aqueous maceration, methanol, ethanol, e.t.c.?

ii. What was the dose administered?

Group II animals received …
Group III received 50 mg (or 50 mg/kg body weight)?

Group V and Group VI?

iii. The authors presented that thirty male albino Wistar rats were used in the study, but the also presented that there are 6rats per groups; and there are 6 groups. Please make sense of this!

iv. The authors have included pilot study for the camphor extract, but omitted neem leaf extract pilot study!

2. Data presentation:

i. 2.6 Determination of LD50 of edible camphor.

ii. The authors copy-pasted the methods of KIM-1 assay. Check the other methods too. Plagiarism?

iii. Table 1: Mean (± SD) 8-OHdG, KIM-1 and SOD following treatment

iv. The author were advised to include superscript letter to denote significant difference between groups down the column. The Table 2 included in the revised manuscript adds no value (and can be presented in the supplementary material.
v. Visit the comments for Figures 1 – 8. Include scale bar, refit to size.

3. Writing convention and English

i. The Abstract is poorly written, with unnecessary information.

ii. Keywords need not unnecessary information

iii. The English and writing still needs revision (revisit previous comments)
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