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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

This manuscript investigates the effect of
biochemical parameters on rats exposed to thehisd dust at th
Abakaliki rice mill. The authors affirm as the ribeisk dust inhalatior
result to certain level of toxicity to body. Thigrk certainly present
good potential for publication, mainly due to tiedevance of the resull

can be directly related to Abakaliki’'s workers. Hoxer | have a few

points to be raised.

(Introduction) Firstly, | suggest that the manysic{especially]
the introduction) be rewrite using. While readirtge tintroduction |

realized that the introduction presents fragmemp@egraphs that haye

no correlation between them. | believe that a vestiring taking intg
account this information will contribute to improtiee final quality of
work. As a suggestion finalize the introductiontwtihe main objective.

(Methodology) | could not find a description of thechnique)

used for the preparation of histological slides. iSthe authors have not

described, suggest that this information be added.

(Results) The results have been little exploreceréVonly

presented in tables / figures. In this topic | sgjghat the authors add

an objective description of the results, as wasedon part in the
discussion.
Another alternative would be to present results disguss, if

inhalation some
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permitted formats by the editorial office.

(Discussion) The authors presented a more des@iphiread which
criticizes, with little scientific basis. | undeasitd the importance ar
relevance of the study and believe with a bettecudision of the resul
of the final quality of the product improves grgatl

S

Minor REVISION comments

| suggest grouping Plates 1 and 2 in a single éighy specifying A and
B, and add the information as legend.

The same suggestion for Plates 3, 4 and 5.

Optional /General comments

| suggest to the authors if possible the ethicalas together with th
results obtained by analysis of the serum of arsmadre presented th
same biochemical tests in the serum of workerkisxdompany. Taking
care to select healthy controls and has no combt the working
environment.

| believe that such analysis will greatly enhante tyuality and
reinforce even more the main objective of the stumhncern for the

e
)

N

welfare of the worker.
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