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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 
 

Please rewrite topic like this; 
The Role of Serum Alpha-amylase and Glycogen synthase in the Anti-diabetic 
Potential of Terminalia catappa aqueous leaf extract in alloxan induced Diabetic 
Wistar Rats. 
Please cite your work serially eg [1],[2] etc. 
Please state the plant voucher number. 
Tabulate your experimental design for clarity. 
Please review your citation again remove all et al. 
Please reference according to journal guideline. Eg Adkins A,  Basu R,  Persson M,  

Dicke Z, Shah P,  Vella A,  Schwenk WF,  Rizza R.  Higher insulin concentrations are 

required to suppress gluconeogenesis than glycogenolysis in non diabetic humans. 

Diabetes.2003; 52:2213–2220 
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