
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Plant Research Journal  
Manuscript Number: Ms_APRJ_39189 
Title of the Manuscript:  HISTOMORPHOLOGICAL AND THROMBOGENIC STATUS OF WISTAR RATS FED WITH ALLIUM SATIVUM (GARLIC) IN OXIDATIVE STRESS INDUCED WITH 

CABON TETRACHLORIDE 
Type of the Article Original Paper 

 
 
 
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 
 

I reviewed entitled of “HISTOMORPHOLOGICAL AND THROMBOGENIC 
STATUS OF WISTAR RATS FED WITH ALLIUM SATIVUM (GARLIC) 
IN OXIDATIVE STRESS INDUCED WITH CABON TETRACHLORIDE “ 
my comments and suggestions on the language and structure of this manuscript are 
highlighted on the manuscript as word style. Also my comments are listed below 
point by point: 

1)      The level of English of manuscript meets the journal's should be checked 
again according to my advice. 

2)      The reference style must conform strictly to the journal’s Guide for Authors 
and only the citations included in the text must be presented, being referenced and 
organized in numerical order 

3)      In result;  this manuscript  should be corrected and then. If corrections are 
made it can be acceptable and is presently being given full consideration for 
publiation in the  Asian Plant Research Journa 

 
Whole manuscript has been double-checked, and errors corrected as 
raised. Thank you. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 


