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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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
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Difficult to answer because type of article has not been mentioned
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Reference section has to be corrected as per authors guide line

Spelling mistakes are there.

1)Page number 3, line 17 where spelling of endeavour is to be corrected

Line has to be written again “subsequent....”
2) Page no. 4 where “anymalmicrohemorrhages” not clear

3) Page no. 4, line 2, 99 centers, where spelling of centres has to be corrected.

4) spacing is absent in between humanized monoclonal antibody.
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communications?
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Author has to spend time in giving space between words.
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