
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research in Biochemistry 
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRB_91172 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Comparison research of chemical composition and antioxidant activity of Achillea alpina L. and Achillea wilsoniana L. 

Type of the Article  
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://journalajrb.com/index.php/AJRB/editorial-policy ) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

This article is of good quality from the point of view of the writing as the experimentation 
procedure and the analytical techniques used. However, there are things that need to be 
corrected to improve the readability and even the quality of discussion of the results. In 
addition, bibliographic research seems insufficient for an article of this value. I recommend 
that authors enrich this section of the article with more new bibliographic references. 
The authors must take into account my remarks, observations, suggestions and 
recommendations to further improve the quality of this article which is of indisputable value 
and a relevant contribution to phytomedicine. In this way, the publication of this article will 
be possible 
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