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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

Abstract:

-units and p values should be written by the numbers.
-Inlines 16,17 the results (values) found should be referred
to the groups and not generally to “diabetes”.

Materials and methods: In the “Biochemical analyses”
section the main methodology is not even referred and all the
detailed tables copied from the leaflet of the kit concerning the
reagent compositions, buffers mixtures and pipetting to the
test tubes are useless.

Results:

-The text should be written in a more detailed form explaining
the findings in all the groups with values and units and not like
table legends, in order to be understandable.

-the five tables depicted could be only one with group names
and parameters (TG, Chollipoprotein, ALT,AST) and values
included.

- the names of groups must be kept constant all over the text,
tables, and figures and not abbreviated differently.

Discussion: generally there are parts were information from
studies are written but references are missing .

-The first paragraph of discussion doesn’t make sense.

-the second paragraph (lines 261-269) is referred to a study
but its reference is missing. The same for lines 282-284
-Line 275 rephrase “hyperglycerides”

- the abbreviation of “SREBP-2” should be explained.
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Alarge part of the discussion section , almost a page,
(lines 311-327) is exactly copied from another paper (ref
25; Suduki et al, 2010) where their results are
represented as yours . (“line 315 “our results.....”)

References:

References should be updated. The most recent one is 3 years
before (only ref 25, 2010).

- Reference 26 cannot be found

-All the references should be written in the same style.

Minor REVISION comments

Grammar mistakes and spaces between the words should
be corrected throughout the text.

Optional /General comments
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