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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

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The study carried is an interesting and has shown dramatic effects of Garnodrma in COC
induced cardio-metabolic syndrome. The language used in the manuscript is good and
appreciating. There are few typical mistakes that are highlighted and need to be corrected.
The dose of Garnoderma used in present study was arbitrary or ther are are references for
that and if so then they need to be incorporated. Further, references quoted should be
strictly as per the journal guidelines.

The highlighted mistakes have been corrected,;

1) Mistake on Line 139 corrected.

2) Lines 148-151 modified to avoid unnecessary repetition

3) Concerning the inclusion of the full form of the parameters on the
table, their full form is already stated in the body of the article.

4) The choice of G.lucidum dosage was guided by previous studies.
Reference are on line 179.

5) References have been corrected to be strictly in accordance with the
journal guidelines for references.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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