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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Without a mechanism the claim that Arabic gum has 
antioxidant properties is more hand-waving.  It is better 
to discuss perhaps a particular component to Arabic 
Gum that would support your claim of prevention of 
toxicity when exposed to oxidative stressor.   
 
The mechanism of GA described involving fecal 
nitrogen excretion is controversial.  It is doubtful that 
this is the case.  In the treatment of hepatic 
encephalopathy, the lowering of serum ammonia after 
lactulose administration in cirrhotics is not associated 
with an reduction of circulating urea. 
 
The authors claim that 10% reduction of BUN was 
significant is suspect and a very small effect.  Generally 
the clinical risk associated with high BUN is after 
tripling the concentration.  Why would a 10% reduction 
matter then?  
 
Tables and statistical analysis need improvement.  
Repeated measures anova when pre post 
measurements are included.  Bar graphs or line graphs 
to better depict the effect observed in each of the 
treatment groups. 
 
There are multiple grammatical errors likely attributed 
to the use of computerized translation software.  
Someone with a good command of English needs to 
grammatically edit this manuscript. 
 
The authors should be credited for their hard work 
however there are major revisions that must be 
addressed.  
 
Additional comments included in the manuscript. 
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