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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Write the reasons why it is necessary to conduct research on the effect of extraction method on yield 
and Bioactivity of Adenanthera pavonina. 
In the Introduction section, it is necessary to write why use Artemia salina in toxicity (cytotoxicity) tests? 

 

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

 

The title matches the contents of the article.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract is comprehensive.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

The manuscript has been written in accordance with scientific principles.  
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mention them in the review form. 
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