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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

Since the kidney weight before treatment could not be measured, you should not
interpret the results as increasing in its weight after treatment.

Though your results show that the average kidney weight of rats in group B was higher
than the average kidney weight of control group, as seen from table 1, the initial
average body weight of rats in group B was highest and; in relative to their body
weight, the initial average kidney weight of group B should be possibly heavier than the
kidneys of other groups. Based on this fact, the results in table 2 might mean nothing.
Additionally, the histological findings of kidney of group B as shown in figure 1 seem
not much different from the findings in other groups. Only mild distortion of glomeruli
was seen.

Furthermore, the histological finding could not explain why the kidney weight was
increased or heavier from the toxicity of potassium bromate.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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