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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 1. The author did not specify the mode of admiatgin of| It's mentioned — line 84-85
REVISION comments | streptozotocin which is important for the diabetesearch This is within the conventional dosage
article. used in several investigations (reference|is
being provided; we confirmed rational
2. Diabetes research on herbs conduct following |theough pilot study
determination/confirmation of blood glucose levehigh was
missing in the manuscript. Pilot study was conducted; and a suitable
sub-lethgal dose was adopted
3. The reference of selecting the dose moringaaeixtvas not
found as well as for the dose of streptozotocin. Protocols are known to be standards
procedure not usually included in articles,
4. The methods for MDA and histological studiesnissing in| once the methods are stated. For histologiy
the manuscript. in particular only the names procedures are
5. Statistical analysis (SPSS software) was nottimeed in the| expected to be mentioned in articles
study. SPSS Vesrion: SPSS 22.0
This is a growing area of research interest;
6. The author did not explain the important of stedy on the our report included our objective
neurons morphology with regard to the Worldwideideace| observations; hence a report of our
and the prevalence. experimental condition and not global
Ethical approval was not mentioned prevalence etc.
Minor REVISION
comments
Optional /General
comments
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