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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

1. the treatment was for 4 weeks. The authors
showed expression of genes only after the
treatment. Please shed some light on gene
expression changes during the treatment period.

2. The authors showed body weight and other
biochemical parameter only after the treatment.
Please shed some light on changes during the
treatment period.

3. in discussion the authors mainly focused on the
effect of juice treatment of expression of cardiac
genes. Please include some discussion on body
weight.

4. the effect of the juice treatment is striking,i s
there any other report of such juice treatment with
similar reports?

5. figure 6, the gel picture and mRNA expression
data contradicts, how the juice treatment
expression is lower than the control.

6. figure 7, only gel picture shown, no mMRNA
expression figure present?

7. in figure captions, “representative blot” was
written. Did the authors perform any blotting? No
indications found in the method section.
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8. figure 5B. shows serum level of NO, but it was
not indicated in the method section.

Minor REVISION comments

1. there are some spelling and font mistakes. Please

correct.
Optional /General comments
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