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FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

 

 The author did not make the suggested recommendations for the 

manuscript. The same structure and presentation, which do not show the 

importance of the findings, are maintained.  

 

The foundations of the study and the discussion of the results remain poor 

because the manuscript contains only 12 references to works published 

more than seven years ago.  

 

Tables and figures remain poorly presented.  
 

 

 

Attention was sincerely paid to suggestions made and the ones we considered necessary were 

made; others we gave reasons for as we considered them suggestions that they are. 

 

 

Brain damage in STZ-induced diabetes mellitus is not a popularly reported condition; for the 

references, what matters the most , first, is the relevance and appropriateness of the references. 

 

 

Figures- as photomicrographs are being presented following globally accepted standards and 

format; not very many authors take the pain to include such levels of details on figures. Reviewer 

should rather suggest how otherwise such figures could have been presented. While his/her 

opinion is respected, scientists’ purposeful and methodical choices of presentation of research 

should be respected; as such they should not be forced to conform to mere opinions of others. 

Tables could at best be presented as tables; editorial team could add value to colouration if 

considered most necessary.  

 


