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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   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
Level of interest: An article of outstanding merit and interest in 
its field. Quality of written English: Acceptable. Statistical 
review: No, the manuscript does not need to be seen by a 
statistician. Statistics is very well interpreted. The manuscript 
title: ”Effects of Aegopodium podagraria Preparations 

on the Metabolic Disorders Induced in Rats by  Excess 

Fructose Combined with Hydrochlorothiazide: the 

Relationship Between Influence on Electrolyte and 

Carbohydrate Metabolism„ is in areas of International 

Journal of  Biochemistry Research & Review. Accept 
with: Reconsider. “The authors should have paid more 
attention to detail” (The material, the methods and 
interpretations).  

Dear Reviewer: 

I would like to thank sincerely for the 

professional and rapid review of the 

article. I have considered your 

comments and made changes to the 

revised manuscript (changes are 

highlighted in yellow colour). Namely, 

the data concerning chemical analysis of 

A. podagraria raw material were added 

to the introduction section, the 

equations used for kidney function 

characteristics were given in the 

material and methods section, the 

interpretation was supplemented with 

the information about the possible 

relationship between chemical 

composition of the studied drugs and 

their pharmacological activity (two 

necessary references added). 

I look forward to receiving your reply. 
Optional/General comments   

 

 


