
 

Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name: International Research Journal of Gastroenterology and Hepatology  
Manuscript Number: Ms_IRJGH_92129 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Assessment of the Effects of Morus mesozygia Linn. Stapf., Leaf extracts on the liver of Streptozotocin-Induced Diabetic Wistar Rats 

Type of the Article Original Research 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://journalirjgh.com/index.php/IRJGH/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 
 

 
 The standard of English should improve to the level of a high standard article 
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thesis or by Teams Telephone defence of the thesis. The authors should be encouraged to 
quickly make the suggested minor corrections or editing so that the article can be published 
quickly.  
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Anthony Kodzo-Grey Venyo 
Department, University & Country North Manchester General Hospital, United Kingdom 
 


