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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

The manuscript is important for scientific community as this hormone size is not 
stable regarding to gestation period semesters  
 
The title is suitable enough  
 
The abstract is well arranged and organized in a good manner which ease the 
reader. 
 
They are appropriate  
 
The manuscript is scientifically correct  
 
 
In term of number, they are sufficient, but some of references need to change to 
newer references  
 
Histopathological examination of subjected gland will give a high impact for the 
current study, if the Author kindly regards my point.  
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