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Minor REVISION comments 

 

The abstract should be brief, at the "experimental design" 

is not necessary to place which analyzes were performed. 

Therefore I suggest that the phrase "Indexes investigated 

include ...." is withdrawn.  

Also not to be quoted in the table at the description of the 

results of the abstract. 

In some of the material should be placed on methods the 

protocol number of the Ethics Committee in animal 

experimental. 

Alloxan was used to induce type 1 diabetes, placing data 

on type 1 diabetes in the introduction. 

Why had no control group (normal animals) with 

supplementation of 1% and 2%? 

The conclusion should be improved, not just a repetition 

of the results already discussed. 

The abstract has been revised again, and the 

comments of the reviewer taken into account. 

 

The results have been better  presented and 

explained, please see revised manuscript. 

 

The conclusion has also being revised. 
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