Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Complementary and Alternative Medical Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOCAMR_136395

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Evaluation of the Anti-inflammatory and Antipyretic activity of Hydro-methanolic extract of Beta vulgaris L in male Wistar rats

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	The discovery and characterisation of natural products confer multifaceted therapeutic advantage over synthetic ones for isolating structurally diversified lead compounds. From that perspective the manuscript describes a potential anti-inflammatory roles of Beta vulgaris L. It also requires more study to isolate the chemical entities responsible for producing such effects as well as to validate the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title looks good. The title has irregular capitalization of words.
	

	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 written well. The method section does not describe how the serum was processed, and the concentration of cytokines were measured. The result section was written in a very generalized way. The numerical values showing % inhibition would enhance the impact of the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific credibility of the manuscript can be improved by working on a few areas, like-
1. Beta vulgaris L need to be written in italic and it can shorten to B. vulgaris for the rest of the manuscript. The abbreviated form can be used all along.

2. There were many instances where some words like aspirin or hydro-methanol was capitalized irregularly.
3. The methods describing the animal experiment was not written in detail. The age of the rats was not mentioned.

4. The methods of cytokine detection were not mentioned at all.

5. The % inhibition of inflammation by the extract would help to numerically quantify potential of the plant.

6. Testing the presence of specific phytochemicals or isolation of compounds (if possible) would enhance the impact of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference section was good. The style of the refencing was not uniform.
	

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


	The manuscript was well-written. There were some grammatical errors in the manuscript which need to be corrected and checked by a native English speaker. The manuscript was written in different fonts size.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction and discussion section were well written. The methods and result section needs some attention.
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