Response to reviewer’s comments
[bookmark: _GoBack]Reviewer: 2 
I’ve read with attention the paper of Boťanská et al. that is potentially of interest. The background and aim of the study have been clearly defined. The methodology applied is overall correct, the results are reliable and adequately discussed. I’ve only some minor comments: 

The authors have failed to consider the effect of Quercetin on serum uric acid, that per se could impact heart function. This has to be mentioned and shortly discussed.
RESPONSE: We thank a lot to reviewer for his/her review of our manuscript and for his/her comments that will improve the quality of our manuscript. 
Into revised manuscript we added and discussed information about uric acid, its relation to oxidative stress, diabetic, CVD, quercetin, and SOD.
The changes and corrections are highlighted by red in revised manuscript (lines 294-310).
We added also new references (38-44) into revised manuscript.
 
I strongly doubt that all the tested parameters had normal distribution with a so small sample size, so Student t-test could not be applied to all the analyses.
RESPONSE: Distribution of variables was examined using Shapiro–Wilk test of normality and the data from measurements were further analyzed by the unpaired Student's t-test.
We included this information in text and the changes are highlighted by red in revised manuscript (lines 444-445).
Through Shapiro–Wilk test is a test of normality passed all parameters with exception of phospho-Akt/Akt ratio for lean-QCT treated rats (Q) (were not observed significant differences in comparison to this group) and MMP-2 activity of diabetic vehicle-treated (Dia) group. 


