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It is a letter to the editor, where the authors mainly discuss drawback of the considered
study. I have came though the study they are considering as well as their comments and
found: 1) authors are making comments to the study that have not been published in this
journal (even publishing house is different - springer). Secondly, the argument about
models might be partially correct but the original study did not aimed to seek sources of
Se and Ar. They just investigated the possible mechanisms. I do agree with authors that
the findings of original study needs further confirmations, models must be clearly
explained and, correspondingly, a well-designed study(ies) are necessary to clear up
their results. 3) some sentences are hard to read (e.g., In addition, there are many mouse
models of depression and anxiety, however, classical mouse model of depression was
not used in this study - it is not sound scientifically accurate). I suggest authors to
consider "opinion" or more detailed description of problem with a clear explanation of
each key problems. If authors are willing to submit such a work then I would be willing
give a positive comments. Overall, I came to the conclusion that this letter to the

editors is not suitable for this journal.




