Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Pharmaceutical Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JPRI_155343

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EVALUATION OF IN-VITRO ANTI-ULCER POTENTIAL OF AERIAL PARTS OF CROSSANDRA INFUNDIBULIFORMIS LINN

	Type of the 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 manuscript is important because it discusses a plant which has medicinal value with the potential of being developed into an active pharmaceutical ingredient.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is okay
	

	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 not well structured, sentences are just put without proper connection. For example the aim of the study just is not stated but a sentence talking about evaluating anti-ulcer activity of Crossandra Infundibuliformis linn extract just appears. The results are also just placed, the abstract needs to connect. The introduction, aim , methodology and results should be well written. The closing sentence is too strong, this was just a basic research which was done so the findings should not conclude by saying it is a potential alternative treatment for digestive issues.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes it is scientifically correct provided the corrections are made. 

· The study should not suggest the plant can be an alternative treatment when only one or two studies have been done. 

· The source of the figures used in the study are not stated this can created some conflicts with the authors from the source document. 

· The methodology is in the present tense which is wrong, the temperature which was used to extract the active ingredients from the plant is not stated.

· The author stated that Soxhlet extraction was used to obtain active ingredients but in the discussion the author is saying maceration was the method which was used, this need to be corrected.

· The optical density (OD) value is not same, what is in the table and what has been explained after the table (517 nm vs 600nm) this needed to be the same number

· Table 5 shows the comparison between the extract and the standard, the units for the extract and that of the stadard are different this is not scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The referencing is not done properly, some paragraphs were using numbers for in-text citation others author’s name. The author needed to pick one reference style.
	

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


	The English needs to be worked one , the author was using present tense in the manuscript which is wrong. Somespellings are also wrong
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is not well organized
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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