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Running title should not be included  
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Conclusion in the Abstract 
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Dear reviewer, Thank you for your valuable 
comments that helped greatly to improve our 
manuscript. 
Here is point by point response and all 
changes were made and highlighted in yellow 
in the text. 
1. Running title should not be included 

-We removed it.  
2. Abstract should appear on the left 

hand side 
      -We corrected it. 
3. Conclusion in the Abstract 

The present study revealed – past 
tense 
-We corrected it. 

4. Keywords: do not capitalize geraniol, 
streptozotocin, oxidative stress, 
diabetic 

-We corrected it.   
5. 3.4 Line 216 These results confer – 

should be past tense 
-We corrected it.   

6. A discussion should follow after the 
presentation of each table and figure 

 -We included and corrected it.  
Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
Observe proper spacings 
 

We apologize for changing word versions and 
we tried to correct it as much as we could. 
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