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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 
 

This opinion article proposed anew model to 
understand the role of Randle cycle in Diabetes 
mellitus type 2.  
The Author have made a great work to describe the 
several links between the different pathways involved 
in the energy metabolism, both in physiological than in 
DM2 conditions. However, I retain that this paper is 
only for the insiders, being very difficult to follow for a 
no-biochemical. 
 
To improve the readability manuscript I would suggest 
some minor revision, as better described afterward.  

I thank u for ur compliments. 
Since the opinion article being infact a 
proposed new hypothesis  which is naturally 
requires sufficient knoweledge in basic 
biochemistry. It is not like a review paper  that 
any one  w can appreciate . It is targeted at 
scientific community who can judge the merit 
or other- . Wise. 
Your suggestions on the acronyms and 
references are complied with. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are many acronyms not specified, this makes 
reading work very difficult. For example: define the 
acronym FA in the introduction section. I suppose that 
it means fatty acids. The same is requested for GN in 
the “step 1” section; FBP and PC in the “step2” section, 
LCFA “step 3” section: DM” and HMP in 2case 2” 
section 
 
Please, insert the reference number before the  
punctuation. 
 
I suggest an English language revision.  
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