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Reviewer's comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed
with reviewer, corrects the
manuscript and highlights that
part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory
REVISION

comments

PN

They have to follow Journal guide, some referencese missing as :
WHO, 1985; Freidwald et al., 1972; etc...... , and they present in the
text as it is not in figures and not present in th&ef, they need to
review all article.

The statement in line 79, 81 need Reference,

The statement in line 102, 103 need Reference,

The statement in line 87, 88 need References, Algtes 253-256 need
to be in connection with statement in line 87, 88.

What is the need for kits if they are using dry-chenical auto analyzer.
Organ weights: Table 2, fig 1 represents mean organs weight not
relative organ weights, In line 140-141: No signifiant change
observed in the relative weights of organs (liveheart, kidney, lung,
spleen and testes), With no data emphasis this.s8l in the table
there is a significant change in lung of HGI, LGI vhen compared with
the control ???

in table 2 : there is no significant difference beteen (DRG: 312.33%
5.88 vs DFG: 273.17+1.72") need revision??

In table 3: If you applied Freidwalid equation e.g. for DFG [ LDL-
C=60.50-(8.35+(52.24/5))=41.702 ] while in table LBc= 54.32 ???

Corrections appreciated and
received with good
temperament. All are geared
towards producing qualitative
and standard publication.
Necessary references referred to
have been included as stipulated
in the lines mentioned and are
highlighted yellow in the
reference sectiorits deleted
(thank you). No statements are
in lines 102 and 103(check — ju
space and subtitlelRelative
deleted (thanks). Item 6
considered and amended. Thank
you. The value inserted for lungs
was a typographical error (HGI;
1.17not 1.47; LGI:1.13not

1.3). The values of the body
weights were compared with th
control (superscript “a” deleted).
Table 3 - LDL calculated
accordingly (friedewald) and
corrected. Thanks.

(72
—+

11}

Minor REVISION
comments

Optional/General
comments

Very important: The Statistical analysis needs to be rechecked agai

Well rechecked and correction
made accordingly. Great thanks.
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