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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 

 

This article has a poor English and it must be revised by a native 

college. There are a lot of mistakes that make difficult to 

understand the study: absence of commas, unnecessary auxiliary 

verbs, misused singular and plural (was and were), misused 

connectors (while, also, that…), misused capital letters (Obesity 

on page 15 and orlistat on page 25), etc. 

Many scientific mistakes: grams are g (not gm), micrometers are 

μm (not um, page 5), ºC (not ºc, page 5), etc. 

The way of express the results is poor.  

 

Orlistat is not mentioned in Chemicals (page 4). Is Xenical or 

Zenical? Xenical is written only on page 4. 

 

Wistar rat weighing 100 g is adult? 

How many rats were enrolled in each group? It is important to 

discuss first paragraph of page 12.  

Why these doses of Orlistat and herbal mixture are used? 

 

Discussion is too long (11 pages) and divided into sections. Each 

section has a long introduction, and their results are poor 

discussed. Discussion must be shortened and really focused on 

new results (effects of high fat diet are obvious): effects of 

Orlistat + herbal mix (on page 19, because page 20 has repeated 

sentences). 

The discussion seems a review, not a real discussion of results 

because a lot of pages have no information about their own 

results (pages 14, 15, 17, 18…).  

 

PUFAs are the reason of herbal mix effects? (pages 19-20 and 
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22) 

 

A speculation about how Xenical reveals that focal area shows 

congestion and some renal tubules suffer from degeneration is 

needed (page 24). 

 

Minor  

REVISION comments 

 

 

Once an abbreviation is given, it should be written throughout 

the text. 

SOD, MDA and GSH are mentioned first with their abbreviations. 

We know what they are, but perhaps not other reader.  

 

Page 6: “as described by (17)” is not suitable. Author´s surname 

must be written.  

 

References do not follow reference style of this journal. 

 

In tables, the number of decimals should be equal in means and 

SEM.  

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

Group number of rats, table number (page 9) and references 

between parenthesis make paper difficult to read. 

 

Figure captions should be at the end of the manuscript, not on 

page 12.  

 

The study protocol must be approved by Clinical Research Ethics 

Committee, According to Helsinki Declaration. 
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