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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. 
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