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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The aim of the work is relevant to the present day dietary awareness and the importance of diet in maintaining the overall health.  However, the following lacunae in the execution of research and manuscript preparation are noticed.
1. How many groups were maintained? What about Low & High fat groups and Low & High fibres in the results section. Nothing was mentioned about these groups or the treatments given to them.

2. There is no mention about the control group with optimum fat or fibre according to the recommendations.

3. The results and discussion section mentioned about the increase or decrease in comparison to other groups, it is acceptable only when the experiment has a control group.

4. The discussion was limited to the earlier works comparison, it could include the possible explanation for findings.

5. Rewrite the discussion of organ weight section

6. Discussion doesn’t hold relevance without the control group.

7. The explanation below figure could be included as legends.

8. The study should be concluded with the results in the sps of experiment. The final statement may include its relevance in humans.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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