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General comments

The references used are mostly very old.

Section 2.5: review doses, 10, 100 and 100, correct.

Table 1 contains the same information as the text, it's like typing the document twice. Table 1 is not required.

The text that explains figure 2 should be simplified, since everything is understood with the figure.

Table 2, table 3: should the letters a, b, c and d be explained, what level of significance do they represent? In the table

values of "0" are presented for sodium and potassium, it is not possible that the animals had those values. They must

explain the reason for this value (error?, insufficient sample?, could not be measured?, etc), and therefore could not be

compared statistically (how do they conclude that there is no difference?).

Both, in the tables and in the figures, the sample number must be included.
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