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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 
 
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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
1. This manuscript can be important for scientific community as Aloe vera is a nutritive and 
commonly available plant. But, the reason of selection of prepared Aloe vera gel needs to be 
explained as various studies have already been reported on the evaluation of fresh Aloe 
vera gel and its commercially available products 
 
 
2. Yes, but may be improved 
Effects of Aloe vera gel on hematological, biochemical and histological parameters  
                                                    
3. Yes 
 
4. Yes  
 
5. Yes, but the clinical significance of results needs to be added 
 
 
6. Updated references are required and especially the references are needed to be added in 
the methodology section 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Yes  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Introduction 

 Introduction needs to be revised and should be well organized 

 The traditional uses and reported activities of Aloe vera are required to be written as 
separate paragraphs with updated references avoiding repetition of words 

 The type and structure of leukocytes is required to be added briefly 

 The same reference should not be used repeatedly (e.g. Singh, 2002) 

 The aims and objectives of the study are needed to be clearly mentioned 
Results: 

 The result section needs to be revised 

 A heading of sub-acute toxicity has been mentioned in this section, it is better to relate this 

term in the title as well  

 In the results of red blood cells, “it is mentioned that the RBC counts decreased until 

the termination of the administration”. Have the authors checked the RBC count after 14 

days. If yes, then the results may be added in the table for the justification of this statement 

 The results are needed to be re-checked especially for the statistical analysis of Tables 4, 

6, 7 & 8 

 The results of leukocytes may be added/merged as one table 

 Discussion 

 Discussion needs to be ore elaborative  

 The proposed mechanism of Aloe vera and its constituents can be written in first paragraph 

 Each parameter needs to be discussed individually as well as the clinical relevance of each 
parameter may be added  
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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: Qaiser Jabeen 

Department, University & Country The Islamia University of Bahawalpur, Pakistan 

 
 

 
 


