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In the discussion part, articles containing tissue effects of caffeine can be 
added, Such as : 
 

The effects of caffeine on L-arginine metabolism in the brain of rats. 
Ofluoglu E, Pasaoglu H, Pasaoglu A. 
Neurochem Res. 2009 Mar;34(3):395-9.  

 

Pasaoğlu H, Ofluoglu-Demir FE, Demirtaş C, Hussein A, Pasaoğlu  OT 

 Effect of caffeine on oxidant stress in the liver and heart tissues of rats 

 Turk J Med Sci 2011; 41(4): 665-671. 
 

Approval for the use of animals was granted by Research and Ethical 
Committee, Delta State 82 University, Abraka, Delta State, Nigeria. 
 

 

You mean, you want us to discussed articles on from someone else’s 

findings in our work ? that may not be comfortable for us, except 

putting a snippet of it in the Introduction section. In any case, we have 

discussed related works on caffeine in line with the highlighted 

headings presented under discussion. Where found, we stressed those 

that agree and/disagreed with our findings. This is all there is to our 

discuss as we could not have covered it all. Thank you. 
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