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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.


	The manuscript has shown that extract of Annona muricata could help to mitigate cardiovascular diseases.

The plant extracts of Annona muricata could be used to produce plant-based products to combat myocardial infarction, and consequently improving general wellbeing
The manuscript provides knowledge to shown that the plant extracts can provide novel solution to predisposing factors of Myocardial infarction (MI) such as hyperlipidemia
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	The title is suitable only the word investigating should be removed and put like this “Cardioprotective Activities of Annona muricata Leaf Extract in Isoproterenol-Induced Wistar Rats”.

because by the virtue of doing this study already its investigation
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