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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 
 

The manuscript needs to be ameliorated in several aspetcs: 
- The introduction was too long for an experimental work (e. g. should be removed 
the subsections and its information “Micro-nutrients in M. oleifera leaves” and 
“Hypoglycemic phytochemicals”). In addition, the authors should remove some 
information that is redundant in the introduction. 
- In the section “Study animals” Wister should be Wistar. 
- Relatively to the results the dose of alloxan and its effects have as consequence 
the dead of rats. In my point of view, despite the study was prolonged until 28 days 
only could be shown the results until day 14 in order to perform a comparison 
between all the groups of rats. 

-We have ameliorated the manuscript by removing the micronutrients and 
hypoglycaemic phytochemicals in  M.oleifera leaves from the introduction.  
-We have reviewed the introduction and methodology and we have concluded 
that the information therein is good for those people who may be interested in 
M.oleifera leaves research. 
-Study animals: We have corrected the spelling of Wister to Wistar 
-We agree with having done the experiments for only 14 days, however 
glibenclamide is a known hypoglycemic drug taken orally for a lifetime. We 
had to continue with the intervention until a time when we were able to have 
normal blood sugar level of rats that received interventions for effect 
comparison. This made our comparison easier with less questions because 
we reached the level of normal blood sugar control, which was our end point. 
On the other hand the study gave us an indication as for how long the diabetic 
rats has to take the extract before achieving normal glycemic control.     
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 


