Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	MS_JABB_133622

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PROTECTIVE EFFECT OF RUTIN ON COGNITION IMPAIRMENT CAUSED BY SODIUM VALPROATE.

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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.
	This article will be helpful for demonstrating the activity of rutin to mitigate the cognitive side effects of sodium valproate, But the content does not accurately reflect the title.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	There is a need to reframe the title.
	

	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.
	 Line no. 8- Sodium valproate should be written instead of its abbreviation. 

Line no. 10-15- There is a need to reframe the methods of abstract.
Line no. 18- phenytoin-induced decrease in spontaneous alternation is out of context.
Line no. 16-17- There is a need to reframe these lines.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Lines-25-28- Specify the cognitive domains affected such as memory attention and executive functions.
Lines-33-35- Add more detail about the mechanism of Piracetam’s nootropic effects and rutin nootropic effect and how they relate to the study.
There is need to highlight the benefits of combining rutin with sodium valproate

There are many grammatical mistakes in the manuscript.

Reference numbers are not in sequential order in the text throughout the manuscript
Add proper authentication number given by IAEC.

Headings and subheadings are not in proper format in font style and phrasing, reformat them for clarity and consistency.

Line no 56- the study is approved by should be used instead of authorised by.

Standard deviation done are incorrect
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are dating back to 2016 and do not follow formatting pattern, need to update the references  to include recent publications.
	

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


	There are many grammatical mistakes in the manuscript.
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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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