Manuscript Title:
The Effect of Dayak Onion (Eleutherine palmifolia) Extract Cream Application on Serum Interleukin-6 Levels: An Experimental Study in UVB-Induced Male Wistar Rats
Journal: Diponegoro International Medical Journal
Authors: Armadina Fitra Choirunnisa et al.

RESPONSE TO REVIEWER A
Reviewer A – Comment 1: Interpretation inconsistency
Comment:
“The Discussion states IL-6 increases were not statistically significant, but the ANOVA table shows significance (p = 0.047). This is a logical contradiction.”
Response:
Thank you for this important note. We have corrected the inconsistency.
We now clearly state that:
· The overall ANOVA showed a significant difference (p = 0.047)
· Post-hoc LSD showed significance only between P2 and P3 (p = 0.012)
· Other comparisons were not statistically significant
Revision made: Discussion section, Pages 4-5; Abstract revised accordingly.

Reviewer A – Comment 2: Overinterpretation of biological effects
Comment:
“Discussion describes biological effects without clarifying lack of statistical significance.”
Response:
We appreciate the clarification. The Discussion has been revised to avoid overstating results.
We now state explicitly that:
· Most intergroup differences were descriptive trends, not statistically significant
· Only the 20% extract demonstrated significant efficacy compared to 15%
Revision made: Discussion section, Pages 4-5.



Reviewer A – Comment 3: Terminology mix-ups
Comment:
“The perimeter length of the alveolus” vs “alveolar diameter” were incorrectly used interchangeably.”
Response:
Thank you. These terms do not appear in this manuscript; however, we reviewed all terminology to ensure accuracy and removed ambiguous expressions.
Revision made: Location checked Pages 1–5.

Reviewer A – Comment 4: Tissue collection description
Comment:
“Opening the abdominal cavity is incorrect for lung sampling.”
Response:
Thank you for this note. Our study does not involve lung tissue sampling, but we have reviewed the Methods section to ensure all anatomical descriptions are correct.
Revision made: Location checked page 4, lines 29–33.

Reviewer A – Comment 5: Typographical and formatting issues
Comment:
“Inconsistent decimals, spacing, capitalization, table format, and minor grammar issues.”
Response:
All formatting has been standardized following DIMJ guidelines, including:
· Decimal points changed from commas to periods (e.g., 1.57 pg/mL)
· Consistent spacing and capitalization
· Grammar corrections throughout
· Uniform table formatting
Revision made: Entire manuscript, Pages 1–8.



Reviewer A – Comment 6: Reference formatting
Comment:
“Some references incomplete or lack URLs.”
Response:
All references have been reviewed and corrected. Missing URLs, journal issue numbers, and citations were completed.
Revision made: References section, Pages 6-8.

RESPONSE TO REVIEWER B
Reviewer B – Comment 1: Abstract background too long
Comment:
“Please shorten and focus the rationale in the Abstract Background.”
Response:
Thank you. We shortened the Background to emphasize:
· UVB-induced inflammation
· Relevance of flavonoids
· Rationale for using Eleutherine palmifolia
· The study gap
Revision made: Abstract section, Page 1.

Reviewer B – Comment 2: Conclusion too long and repetitive
Comment:
“The conclusion should be in paragraph form, not bullet points.”
Response:
Revised accordingly. The Conclusion has been rewritten into a concise paragraph summarizing the key findings without repetition.
Revision made: Conclusion section, Page 5.


Reviewer B – Comment 3: Incomplete UVB exposure details
Comment:
“UVB exposure should include intensity/dose (mJ/cm²).”
Response:
We have added the following detail:
· Irradiance (mW/cm²)
· Total dose (mJ/cm²)
Revision made: Methods section, Page 2, Paragraph 3.

Reviewer B – Comment 4: Treatment schedule needs clarity
Comment:
“Clarify the timing and frequency of topical application.”
Response:
The Methods now clearly state:
“The extract cream was applied 20 minutes before UVB exposure and again 4 hours after irradiation, with each treatment session conducted once every two days (three times per week) for a total duration of 30 days, providing a consistent and reproducible treatment schedule throughout the study.”
Revision made: Methods section, Page 2, Paragraph 3.

ADDITIONAL EDITORIAL REQUIREMENTS (from Editor Decision Letter)
1. Metadata completion
All metadata (authors, affiliations, corresponding author, email, ORCID if available, funding) have been completed.
2. Ethical clearance
We have uploaded the English version of the ethical approval letter and added the full ethical statement in the manuscript.
Revision made: Ethical Approval section, Page 5.
