
 

 

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 Biochemistry    
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJRB_50400 
Title of the Manuscript:  

INVIVO STUDY ON ORGANOMETALLIC COMPOUNDS AS ANTICANCER  AGENTS 

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 
 

1. The work is really interesting where copper coordinated complexes 
with anti-cancer perspectives and anti-oxidant activity have been 
studied in a very systematic way. 

2. The minor typographical and grammatical mistakes have been 
highlighted in the manuscript (RED COLOR) 

3. Authors must provide the spectral data for the structural 
confirmation. 

4. Conclusion must be written in an elaborate manner with an 
inclination towards the future perspective. 

5. References must be unformed and as per the Journal’s instruction. 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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