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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Keywords are usually arranged  in alphabetical 
Wistar rats male or female, at how months the age of the rats, how much the body 
weight 
Explain how to prepare samples into powder from fresh samples or 50 g from fresh 
samples 
Write the method for how to induce sucrose and margarine and the extract , explain 
the method, how many extract, how many times a day and how many days it is given 
by oral or the other. 
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