
 

 

Review Form 2 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 2 (08-07-2024)  

 

Book Name: Contemporary Research and Perspectives in Biological Science 

Manuscript Number: Ms_BPR_3436 

Title of the Manuscript:  Hepatoprotective Effect of Annona Squamosa Linn. (AS) Leaves on Isoniazid & Rifampin Induced Hepatotoxicity in Rats 

Type of the Article Book chapter 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you 
like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is an important topic especially for hepatologists, respiratory doctors and patients suffering 
from tuberculosis. 
Follow up of tuberculosis patients or any patients taking antibiotics on liver function tests at regular intervals 
to prevent liver complications especially hepatotoxicity. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title of the article is somewhat appropriate.  

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 article summary is comprehensive but needs a simple introduction of one or two sentences should be 
written about the topic and then the goal. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? 
A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is distinguished by its scientific strength and technical accuracy, as it relies on international 
standards for writing manuscripts, in addition to referring to the correct scientific references in this field.  
It also serves a wide segment of patients, especially patients who suffer from complications resulting from 
taking antibiotics for tuberculosis patients, and also to maintain their liver functions. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them 
in the review form. 
- 

The number of references is sufficient, as the manuscript contains 25 different and diverse references in 
terms of years and scientific value, including old (1972) and racent (2019).  
It is better to search and review more recent references, as we are in the year 2024. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Edit the manuscript according to the attached comments. 
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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