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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. The abstract did not adequately convey the story of the manuscript and it exceed 

300 words in length. Please rewrite it to meet the journal's requirements. 

2. The review is lengthy. Please keep it concise. 

3. Describe the sources of the cell line and how to maintain it. 

4. Describe how to prepare aqueoues leaf extract of Centella asiatica. 

5. Was the extract standardized? 

6. How many replications were carried out for statistical analysis? 

7. Compare the morphology of cells treated with the extract to that of control cells. 

How does it differ from an untreated cell? 

8. The IC50 of the antiproliferative activity should be calculated. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
PART  2:  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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