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Review Form 1.7

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.

5.

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

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe 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

Moderate.

Less suitable, it should be “Antihyperglicemic effect of spray dried fruit juice formulation of
Ananas comosus L. and Balanites aegyptica fruits”.

Not comprehensive, the abstract should include the background, objective, methods,
results and conclusion.

The structure of the manuscript is appropriate, however the contents is not comprehensive
1. Introduction section :

a. unstructured explanation (the authors explain about Ananas comosus and spray
drying, continued to diabetes, and then back again to balanites aegyptica).

b. No explanation about the the urgency and the advantages of this formulation than
others formulation.

c. No explanation about the previous study of ananas comosus that showed
antihyperglycemic activity.

2. Materials and Methods

a. No explanation where is the ananas comosus and balanites were obtained? And no

explanation about fruit determination to ensure.

b. Thejuice formula should be presented in the table form

c. The explanation should be given before abbreviations

d. Please provide type of the glucometer

e. Please specified the value of the confidence interval used

3. Results and Discussion

a. Writing of the sentences should not begin with a conjunction

b. Provide an explanation of the benefits and why should meet the requirement of the
moisture content and hygroscopicity values.

d. Provide an explanation why does blood glucose increase at 120 minute, but not at 90
minute.

e. Provide markings on the table that provide significant differences (such as *)

Provide an explanation why mixture of ananas and balanites showed antihyperglicemic?,
but not for ananas alone.

g. The figure 1 at 120,150, and 180 minute, balanites showed better antihyperglycemic
activity than ananas and mixture of ananas and balanite. Please explain this in result and
discussion section. Is there any siginificant difference between balanites group and mixture
fruits?

h. Provide an explanation about the probability of the mechanism of action for this
mixture fruits that connected to the overloaded hyperglycemic method.

4. Conclusion

a. Thereis an inaccuracy in drawing the conclusion. The better antihyperglycemic
activity should be balanites group and mixture group. Athough the average results
showed balanites shpwed better activity than mixture?

—h

Moderate
Moderate
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additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The English quality must be improved. It is recommended to have a native speaker proofread.

Optional/General comments

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: Tita Nofianti

Department, University & Country Bakti Tunas Husada University, Indonesia
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