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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper cross analysed hepatic lipase (HL) 
activity in relationship with clinical outcomes ( 
healthy versus ischemic stroke). The key lecture 
was statistical interpretation of quantitative lipid 
derived biochemical data.  Clinical description of 
patients is poor; ATP III references do not apply 
correct in terms of gender. Lipid parameters 
proposed are obsolete and difficult to obtain for 
pratictioners . The title doesn’t reflect main results 
and the reinterpretation of results and final 
message in discussion not clear to the author 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

English language was generally not always appropriate 
Statistical method was not always clear and generally 
redundant 
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