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the role of changes in intestinal flora and its metabolites in the occurrence and
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list of abbreviations. 3. The sixth paragraph of the "DKD: PATHOGENESIS" section is

not related to the subject of this article and it is recommended to be refined. 4. There are

a lot of confusing places in Figure 1, and it is recommended to accurately display it

according to the description in the manuscript. a. There is no mention in the manuscript

that “Exercise” is a “potential factors”. b. It is recommended to indicate in the legend

what icon means activation and what icon means inhibition. c. The manuscript does not

mention that Uremic toxins can activate NF-κB. d. Tht figure 1 showed that SCFA

activates GPR to become GPL1? please explain. d. Tht figure 1 showed that LPS



6

activates TLR4 of macrophages and then activates NF-κB.please explain。 e. The legend

"NF-kb" in Figure 1 is Kappa, not.
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Lin and colleagues reviewed the research advances in the relationship between gut

microbes and diabetes mellitus and DKD and discoursed the significance of gut

microbiota and gut health for the DKD therapy. Their constructive perspective are

beneficial for the development of new approaches in the treatment and prevention of

DKD and related metabolic disorders. This review is of good quality and of interest to

the journal's audience. It is suggested to completely drop the term 'flora' from this

manuscript as this is really an outdated term and replace it entirely by 'gut microbiota'

which is the accepted term nowadays reflecting the bacterial community representations

in a wider sense. The name of the bacteria should be italicized in text, and after the full

name is used, the next time it appears in the text the bacterial genus can be abbreviated .


	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Diabetes
	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Diabetes
	PEER-REVIEW REPORT
	Name of journal: World Journal of Diabetes

