
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

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

 

Journal Name:  Journal of Advances in Medical and Pharmaceutical S ciences  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JAMPS_34310 
Title of the Manuscript:  Saponin-rich Fraction of Gongronema latifolium reve rses dyslipidemia and catalyzes glucokinase 

in lowering blood glucose sugar in Streptozocin-Ind uced Diabetic Rats 

Type of the 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) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

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

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. Italise all et als in the article.  
2. Looking at line 129 – 133, what is the rationale  of calling the extract 

as saponin rich instead of Methanolic. Again the et hyl acetate 
fraction should have been tasted too. It is also po ssible the extract 
may contain active phytocompouds. 

3. Based on this observation please reframe the top ic of the article. 
4. Line 98...2.1 may not be necessary. A sentence c an be describe 

that... 
5. Line 107....2.2 provide family name of the plant  and voucher number 

of the specimen. 
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think. 
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