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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
The	manuscript	is	studied,	and	there	are	some	comments	which	should	be	addressed	by
the	author.	According	to	the	comments,	the	document	needs	major	revision.	
Kind	regards,

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
The	reviewers'	comments	are	mentioned.	Please	correct	the	details	as	mentioned	above
carefully	according	to	reviewers'	request.	
Thanks.

18	Jan	2020

20	Jan	2020
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Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Dear Editor

We appreciate  the  time  and  efforts  by  you  and  reviewers  in  reviewing  the

manuscript  entitled:  Hepatoprotective  effect  of  Allium  hooshidaryae

hydroalcoholic extract on acetaminophen induced hepatotoxicity in male rat.

Authors are very much thankful to the reviewers for their deep and thorough

review.  We have revised  our  present  manuscript  in  the  light  of  their  useful

suggestions and comments. We hope our revision has improved the manuscript

to  a  satisfaction  level.  Number  wise  answers  to  their  specific

comments/suggestions/queries are as follows. 

Best regards

Associate Editor 1:

1- at first all,the text has to editing.

The manuscript was revised according to your comment. 

2- title change to "hepatoprotective effect of Allium Hooshidaryae 

hydroalcoholic extract on acetaminophen induced hepatotoxicity in male rat"

The title was revised according to your comments. 

3- rewrite grouping in abstract ant the text because are not clear.

Positive, negative and therapeutic control groups were identified in the text.

4- re write the results and discussion and statistic part (p value??, SPSS 

version???,...).

Data were analyzed again with SPSS software version 20 (IBM, Armonk, NY, 

USA). In addition, differences were determined, at 95% confidence (P-value < 

0.05), using analysis of variance (ANOVA) and Tukey’s test to account for 

multiple comparisons.
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5- bach number of chemicals has to insert it.

CAS number was inserted for each chemical material. 

6- re correct AUTOMATIC TISSUE PROCESSOR

The main text was revised. 

7-just write figure 2 in level NO,LPO,....

The main text was revised. 

8- some ref.have not pages such as 7,29

The references were revised
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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC,	
The	respected	author	corrected	all	of	comments	.I	agree	to	publish	the	article,	just	the
abstract	line	of	three	rewrite	the	hepatoprotective	instead	of	protective.	
Thanks

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.

25	Jun	2020

26	Jun	2020
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