
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Research in Medical and Pharmaceutical Sciences  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRIMPS_46121 
Title of the Manuscript:  

THE EFFECT OF ETHANOLIC EXTRACT OF TRIDAX PROCUMBENS ON POTASSIUM BROMATE INDUCED TOXICITY IN THE KIDNEY OF WISTAR RATS. 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

An interesting article showing the Tridax procumbens role in curing potassium 
bromide induced kidney toxicity in rats.  This has to be accepted after careful 
revision. 
1. Tridax procambens should be appeared completely at first instance and later it 
should be T. procambens. 
2. How come the authors decoded the concentration/dosage of extract in the rats. 
Include the rationale of dosage of ethanol extract. 
3. The foot note of the tables should be included with description of A, B, C and D 
mentioned within the tables. 
4. Ethical approval number should be added in the Animals section. 

The authors have read through the comments and made necessary 
corrections. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. b.w should be expanded in the figure legend. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Can be accepted for publication after careful revision of the manuscript.  

 
 

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) 
Ethical approval number was not mentioned in the text. 
 
 

The country and location where the research was carried out do not give ethical 
approval number.  
 
Also, most articles I have read do not include ethical approval number but must 
state that it was approved by the ethical committee 
 
 

 


