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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 REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
The authors investigated the antidiabetic properties of Corchoruscapsularis and 
Corchorusolitoriusvarieties of jute leaf (ethanolic extract) on nSTZ-induced type-2 
diabetic rats.  
 
1-The author should clarify what is meaning by neonatal STZ 
2- I order to sharply declare the antidiabetic effect of both extract you have to 
fractionate all the contents of extraction and to refer to each compound and its role 
as antidiabetic effect 
3- Serum Insulin should be measured to elucidate the mechanism of antidiabetic 
effect 
 
4- In the introduction, the authors are not adequately described the rationale of the 
work. As there was no explanation of why and how the authors came up with the 
idea  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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