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	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
It	is	a	very	interesting	and	relevant	manuscript.	The	manuscript	is	good	written	but,	English
edit	is	still	necessary.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
Comments	for	the	authors:	
1-	There	is	no	information	about	the	effect	of	Mfn1	and	Drp1	genes	expression	on
osteoarthritis	in	the	manuscript.	
2-	Some	P-value	inputs	should	be	correct	(for	example	P-value	>0.05	in	the	abstract).	

8	Jul	2020

8	Jul	2020
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3-	Some	references	were	missed	in	the	text	(for	example,	line	34).	
4-	Please	recheck	the	sentence	"Studies	have	shown	that	the	use	of	ozone	therapy	has
improved	inflammatory	factors	and	reduced	pain	levels	in	patients	with	knee	osteoarthritis
(8)".	
5-	The	aim	of	the	study	should	be	mentioned	in	the	last	sentence	of	the	introduction.	
6-	The	material	and	methods	section	was	missed	in	the	text.	The	Statistical	analysis	should
be	a	sub-section	of	this	section.	
7-	In	the	abstract,	the	number	of	animals	was	mentioned	24,	however,	in	the	methods
section	that's	were	mentioned	30.	
8-	Please,	explain	the	method	used	for	real-time	PCR	data	analysis.	
9-	Please,	add	the	reference	article	that	primers	were	used.	
10-	Some	data	such	as	annealing	temperature,	gene	accession	number	and	PCR	product
length	must	be	added	to	table	1.	
11-	Recheck	the	sequences	of	the	primers.	
12-	The	control	group	should	be	renamed	to	the	osteoarthritis	control	group	entire	the	text
and	figures.	
13-	The	name	genes	should	be	written	in	the	capital	and	italic	format.	
Minor	point	
The	text	should	be	revised	in	terms	of	grammatical	and	style	of	writing.	
Thanks.

	Saeedeh	Salimi:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
According	to	the	comments	of	reviewers,	the	manuscript	needs	major	revision.	
Thanks.

	Zahra	Heidari:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Authors,	
Based	on	the	reviewers'	and	AE	comments	this	manuscript	needs	major	revision	and
English	language	editing.	
Thanks.

10	Jul	2020

11	Jul	2020
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OPEN	PEER	REVIEW

Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Dear Editor-in-Chief

Thank you for your kind attention to my article in title "The effect of aerobic training and
ozone therapy on the levels of MFN1 and DRP1 gene expression in the heart tissue of rats
with osteoarthritis” first, reforms of reviewers were respected in the article by red color
and they listed below. 

Reviewer 1
1. Information about the effect of Mfn1 and Drp1 genes expression on osteoarthritis noted

in introduction.
2. All P-value inputs corrected in abstract and results of manuscript.
3. All references corrected inside the text.
4. As reviewer noted the sentence "Studies have shown that the use of ozone therapy has

improved  inflammatory  factors  and  reduced  pain  levels  in  patients  with  knee
osteoarthritis (8)"; corrected.

5. Aim of the study mentioned in the last sentence of the introduction.
6. The material and methods section corrected.
7. The Statistical analysis noted as a sub-section
8. About the comment of reviewer “In the abstract, the number of animals was mentioned

24, however, in the methods section that's were mentioned 30” in abstract noted that 24
rats were osteoarthritis rats and 6 rats were healthy rat. 

9. The method used for real-time PCR data analysis introduced.
10. About the comment of reviewer “Please,  add the reference article that primers were

used.” It  should be noted than in text of  manuscript noted that primers designed by
software. 

11. All data such as annealing temperature, gene accession number and PCR product length
added to table 1.

12. The sequences of the primers corrected.
13. The  control  group  renamed  to  the  osteoarthritis  control  group  entire  the  text  and

figures.
14. In all parts of manuscript the name genes written in the capital and italic format.
15. All grammatical errors corrected by English editor.

Reviewer 2 
1. All grammatical errors corrected by English editor.
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Revision	(1)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	Saeedeh	Salimi:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC,	
The	authors	have	corrected	the	manuscript	according	to	the	comments	of	reviewers,	but	the
primers	of	GAPDH	should	be	corrected.	
Best	regards

	Zahra	Heidari:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Authors,	
Revisions	were	done	well.	But	based	on	the	reviewers'	comments,	still	it	needs	minor
revision	for	publication	in	GCT.	
Thanks.

30	Jul	2020

1	Aug	2020
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Revision	(2)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Dear Editor-in-Chief

Thank you for your kind attention to my article in title "The effect of aerobic training and
ozone therapy on the levels of MFN1 and DRP1 gene expression in the heart tissue of rats
with osteoarthritis” first, reform of reviewer was respected in the article by red color and it
listed below. 

Reviewer 1
The primers of GAPDH corrected.
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Revision	(2)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(2)

Dear	EIC,	
The	manuscript	has	been	corrected	
Best	regards

	Zahra	Heidari:	EIC	|	Revision	(2)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.

3	Aug	2020

5	Aug	2020
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