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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. It is suitable for potential publication but need revisions as 
suggested 
 
2. Title need to revised and make more attractive to the audience such as “Assessing the 
Impact of Annona Muricata Aqueous Extract on Liver Enzymes in Albino Rats Exposed to 
Paracetamol Over dose”  
 
3. ‘No’ The abstract  of the manuscript need to revise and it should be more informative like in 
methodology section there is no information provided for aqueous extraction. 
 
4. ‘No’ Figure legends are not at appropriate position and also need to correct the denotation 
in figure 1 i.e. * or #  
5. ‘NO’ there is a confusion weather authors used Wister Rat or Albino Rat both strain are different 
it is needed to be more specific about animal model. level of specificity helps in understanding the 
study's methodology and results and enables better comparison. 
6. ‘NO’ There is no any recent references added into the manuscript there is need to add more 
references of recent.  
 
Additional suggestion: The introduction segment necessitates an update to incorporate recent 
developments elucidated in pertinent literature pertaining to the subject matter. 
The Manuscript make more clearer view if the crude extract is also included in study 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 ‘NO’ The manuscript needs to review and revise thoroughly in terms of English language and 
grammar. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
In Table 1 There is negative values shown in difference in weight what it means.  
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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) 
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