Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Annual Research & Review in Biology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ARRB_153063

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Phytochemical and Pharmacological Profile of Cissampelos pareira: A Multi Targeted Therapeutic Approach

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 article is an extensive review of the medicinal properties of the Cissampelos pareira plant. It describes traditional medicinal uses, the phytochemically active molecules it contains (quinolines, flavonoids etc) and importantly provides updated and current information on the use of the plant. This latter aspect makes it a particularly important contribution suitable for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Yes. Consider adding the common name of the plant to draw the eyes of more readers who may not be familiar with the plant. “Phytochemical and Pharmacological Profile of Cissampelos pareira (Phatha): A Multi-Targeted Therapeutic Approach


	

	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.


	Yes. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Many or even most of the sections and subsections need to be expanded with a few more sentences. There is a section, then subsection and only a single sentence in most parts. This makes the article rather lacklustre.. The article becomes more of an expanded abstract compiling a list of Tables, structures and references rather than a detailed and worthy review article. Section two for example is only a table. Section 6 is many subsections with a single paragraph. All of these aspects dampen the quality of the article,
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. No suggestions
	

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


	Yes. The article is written quite well, just lacks text in mist parts.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please expand by providing more detail and not just tables and references. Summarize the important finding pf the refs. Otherwise the article is little more than what can be found on search engines.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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