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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. A
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The Manuscript addresses all the aspects of Neurodegenerative disease, its treatment and the potential role of
Centella Asiatica. It also links thetraditional knowledge of medical plants to modern DNA bar-coding
techniques

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

The title of the article is informative and 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 abstract of the article is brief

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write

The manuscript is scientifically correct and sound but but more details of neurite growth assay on C6 cells could be

here. provide for further clarity & depth
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have Yes
suggestions of additional references, please mention them
in the review form.
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for | Yes
scholarly communications?
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Name of the Reviewer

Dr. Suchitra Kavuri

Department of Reviewer

Biochemistry

University or Institution of Reviewer

Alluri Sitarama Raju Academy of Medical Sciences

Country of Reviewer India

Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer Professor

Email ID of Reviewer suchikavuri@gmail.com . suchikavuri@yahoo.co.in
WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional) 9490857145

Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of

Reviewer

Has technical knowledge, done research of oxidative stress parameters in the field of different
disorders — Neurodegenerative disorders kike Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s disease and Diabetic
mellitus, Nephrotic Syndrome & assessment of Plasma & Urinary markers in Diabetic
Nephropathy.
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